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Monday^ 2(>th May^ 1 788. 

JL^OKD Frederick Campbell (according to order) reported Lord Fred 
from the Committee of the wjiole Houfe, to whom it was Campbell, 
referred to confider of the feveral accounts and papers which 
were prefented to the Houfe upon the i6th day of this inr 
flant May, by Mr, Morton (from the Direflors of Uie Eaft 
India Company) the refolutions which the Corfxmittee had 
diroiSted him to report to the Houfe ; which he read in his 
place, and afterwards delivered in at the table ; and the 
fame being read, 

Sir Grey Cooper immediatly rofe, and expreffed his wiflies Sir Grey 
that the HoUfe would favour him with their attention, Cooper, 
whilft he made (what appeared to him) a few neceflary re- 
marks upon part of the ftatement laid before the Houfe by 
the right honourable gentleman on the preceding Friday, 
and particularly, upon the accounts or eftimates of the an- 
nual revenues and charges of the province of Bengal, for 
three years, according to the lateft advices. By that ac- 
count, upon which the right honourable gentleman dwelt fo 
long, it appears, firft, that the eftimate of -the total ie.N*- 
nues of that province is lefs in 1787-8 t*\tLtv m lVv& ^e-ax 
1784-3, bf the fum of 260,0001. fetondW,* tYvaiX t\v^ -wsi^xxTvt 
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of the total of the charges is reJuced from 4,310,000!. in 
1784, to 3,060,0001. in 1787-8. And the right honourable 
gentleman -ftated, that after all deductions, the clear avail- 
able furplus in India, applicable to payment of debt and. in- 
veftment, amounts to 1,535,0001. 1 he favings, therefore, 
by the reduftion of civil and military charges conftitute al- 
moft the whole of tliat furplus^ They amount, as it appears 
above, to i,250,oooL and, therefore, it feemed fomewhat 
(ingular that the right honourable gentleman had, in the 
courfe of his long and eloquent opening, made fo flight and 
fo curibry a mention of this moft important branch of tl>e 
account. He had been given to underftand, that an honour- 
able perfon now in England, had acquired confiderable merit 
during the time he held the office of Governor General, in 
originating and forming the plan of ceconomy, and the re- 
trenchment of expence in the civil and military charges, 
including contrafts, contingencies, buildings and fortifica- 
tions, and in all the other charges, as far as the reduction 
could be made with fafety, propriety, and juftice; and that 
be had anticipated the orders which he received afterwards 
from the Board of Control, for making fuch reduftions. 
He admitted, that peace was the principal caufe of fuch 
favings and redu£lions, but that Sir John Macpherfon had 
followed up that caufe, and put the plan into motioti and 
operation, and carried it forward, as he had been given to 
underftand, with judgement, temper, firmnefs and effefl : 
and it muft be admitted, that the beginning of reform, and 
the redu&ion of eilablifhments, and particularly the defal- 
cation of falaries and perquifites, are not amongft the moft 
pleafmg or popular exercifes of power. 
• Heoeclared, that he /did not make thefe obfervations on 
the lilcnce of the right honourable gentleman, with any 
party view or confideration whatfoever, and he had too good 
an opinion of the liberality of the fentiments of the right 
honourable gentleman, and of his regard to juftice, to be- 
lieve that he would withhold any portion of praife or appro- 
bation which might be thought due to that honourable Go- 
vernor for his public conduft in this or any other refpeft, 
Wcaufe it happened that he went out to India by the recom* 
mendation and under the aufpices of the Adminiftration in 
178 1. He declared, that what he had obferved upon this 
Occafion, was without any concert with the honourable 
perfon to whofe condufl he alluded, and without his know- 
ledge. He beq^ged to fay a few words on another part of the 
right honourable gentleman's fpeech on the preceeding Fri- 

•day. That gentleman had congratulated the Committee, 
and the Kation, that the affairs of India were getting rapidly 

JUlto z htttcr iituatidin than could have been eftimated or ex- 
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pefled even in the laft year. Sir Grey Cooper declared that 
he faw no traces of a rapid progrefs. During the courfe of 
the lead year, the debt had been reduced by the payment of 
the fum of 15 lacks, or i50,ocpL and no- more. The ope- 
ration which was mentioned, and taken credit for, of the 
employment of a million of the Bengal revenue in com- 
muting bonds and certificates outilanding in Madras and 
Bombay, for debts of the like nature to be demandable in 
Bengal, was not clearly ftated, and the refult of it was not 
yet before the Houfe. But, upon the whole, he trufted 
more to the charafters of the men who now adminifter the 
affairs of India, for the profperity and happinefk of thofe pro- 
vinces, than to any accounts or eltimates, or to any of the 
moft abli or eloquent explanations of thtofe eftimates of the 
prefent or probable future ftate of India. There was, by 
fome fatality in that climate, a conftant and invariable ten- 
tiency to relapfe into the old habits of peculation and pro* 
fufion; and it would, in his opinion, require all the virtue* 
and all the talents of Lord Cornwallis, all his inflexible in* 
tegrity, and all the energy of his refolution, to give perma- 
nency and duration to the fyftem which he was now pur- 
fuing with fo much honour to himfelf, and fo much advan- 
tage to the provinces, that had the good fortune to be under 
his command. 

Mr. Dundas affirmed that no man was more willing than Mr.Dtnii 
himfelf, to admit the merits of Sir John Macpherfon, while 
he held the government of Bengal, and, therefore, he begged, 
that bis not having exprefsly taking notice of that gentle* 
man, in what he had occafion to (late to the Houfe 011 the 
preceding Friday, might not be interpreted into any ui^- 
willingnefs on his part to do Sir* John Macpherfon every 
poffible juftice, or a 'defire to have it i|Dderftood, that Sq? 
John did not deferve commendation. He had not mentioned 
that gentleman, becaufe the nature of his duty on Friday 
did not make any fuch mention neceflTary, nor could he havfe 
done it without going more into matter ijot immediately coi\- 
neded with the fadts it was his bufinefs to ftate, tl^i^r^ jie 
felt it right for him to go, becaufe in that cafe l^e muf): pot 
only have mentioned the merits of fome, but ^he demerits 
of others. He had therefore thought it more wife to avoid 
any fuch allufion altogether. Sir Jphn Macpherfon well 
knew his fentimens refpedting him, and that there was not at 
£ogIe difpatch fent out to him, while in India, that did not 
/convey him approbation and thanks for the firmnefs, inte;^ 
grity, and wifdom of his conduft in niany inftances^ (per- 
haps in fome of the moft odious exertions of power ; in the 
neduAionf of falaries, and other unwelcome duties.) What 
^ l^iad (did pftea in private, he had aot tVve tmniYt^ oV^- 
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tion to declare in public, and tq affirm in the face of that 
Houfe, that the conduft of Sir John Macpherfon, while 
Governor General of India, had been highly meritorious. 

Major Scott explained the fadls relative to the Bengal debt 
being increafed. 

The refolutions were read and agreed to as follow : 

Refolvedj 
That it appears that the fum total of debts owing by the » 
Eaft-India Company, in their different fettlemens in the ■ 
Eaft Indies, exclufivc of the fums for which bills have been , 
granted, payable on the Cpurt of Direftors at home, ia 
purfuance of their orders of the 15th day of Septemher,> 
1785, amounted, according to the lateft accounts received 
in England, to the fum of fevea crore, fixty-two lackii^ . 
twenty-one thoufand and five hundred and fixty-three cur- . 
rent rupees. 
Refolvedi 
That it appears, that the fum total of the faid debts^ 
bearing intereft, amounted to the fum of fix crore, forty* 
one lacks, and niiie thoufand nine hundred current rupees. 
Refolvedy 
That it appeirsj that the annual amount of interel^ 
payable on the faid debts in India, was fifty- three lacks, 
fifty-three thoufand three hundred and forty-onp current 
rupees. 

Refohed, 
That It appears, that the annual revenues of the Eaft- 
Jndia* Company in the provinces of Bengal^ Bahar, and 
priffa, and from Benares and Oude under the heads of mint 
or coinage duties, poft -office colleftions, Benares revenue, 
Oude fubfidy, land revenues, cuftoms^ and the receipts from 
ih* fales of fait and opium, arhounted, on the average of 
three years, from 178^ to 178I, to the fum of five crore, 
twenty-dne lacks, * eighty-eight thoufand one hundred and 
forty -fix current rupees. ' ' 

Refolvedy 
That it appears, that the ^annual revenues of the Eaft- 
India Company, in the provinces of Bengal, Bahar, and 
Orifla, and from Benares and Oude, under the fame heads, 
for the year 178I, are eftimated by the Governor General 
and Council of Bengal to arnount to the fum of five crore, 
fix lacks,, forty-eight thoufand nine hundred and fix current 
rupees. = - 

Refolvedy 
That it appears, that tjie annual charges, to be defrayed 
by the Eaft-India Company in the provinces of Bengal, 
Bahar, and Orlffa, and In Benares, and Oude, under th6 
s of civil, military;, and marine, the charges of coUeft- 

inj|[' 
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ing the revenues and cuftoms, and the advances and charges 
on account of fait and opium, for the year 1785, are dli- 
xnatedy by the Governor General and Council of Bengal, to 
amount to three crore, fix lacks, fixty-two thouf-uid four 
hundred and one cvirrent rupees. 
Rcfolvedj 
That it appears, that the annual revenues of the Eaft- 
India Company, in the provinces of Bengal, Bahar, and 
Oriila, and from Benares and Oude, under the heads of 
mint or coinage duties, poft-office colledlions, Benares re- 
venue, Oude fubfidy, land revenue, cuftoms, and the receipts 
from the fales of fait and opium, which were eftimated, 
forth© year 178^, to amount in the whole to three crore, 
eighty-five lacks, one thoufand eight hundred and fifty-eight 
current rupees, amounted, in the whole for the faid*year, 
to three crore, ninety-nine lacks, nineteen thoufand (even 
hundred and ten current rupees. 
Refolvedy 
That it appears, that the charges defrayed by the faid 
Cempany in the faid provinces, and in Benares and Oude^ 
under the refpeflive heads of civil, military, and marine, 
the charges of buildings and fortifications, of collefting the 
revenues and cuftoms, and the advances and charges on ac- 
count pf fait and opium, which were eftimated, for thef 
year 1787, to amount in th^ whole to one crore, ninety- 
thYee lacks, thirty-fix thoufand one hundred and three cur- 
L rent rupees, amounted in the whole for the faid year, to one 
crore, ninety-eight lacks, eighty-nine thoufand nine hun-« 
dred and thirty-three current rupees. 
Refolvfdy 
That it appears, that the annual revenues of the Eaft- 
India Company, at the prefidency of Fort Saint George, 
and the fettlements fubordinate thereto, and in the Carnatic, 
and Northern Circars, under the l^ads of mint or coinage 
duties, fea or Jand cuftoms, fubfidy of the Nabob of Arcot, 
and Rajah of Tanjofe^ land revenues, and farms and licences, 
amounted, on an average of three years, from 178] to 
178J, to the fum of twenty-five lacks, fevQnty-fix thoufand 
eight hundred and five pagodas. 
Re/ohidy 
That jt appears, that the annual revenues of the Eaft- 
hidia Company, at the prefidency of Fort Saint Cjeorge, 
and the fettlement$ fubordinate thereto, and in the Carnatic, 
and Northern Circars, under the fame heads, for the year 
1781, is eftimated, by theGovernor and Council of Madras, 
to amount to the fum of thirty-two lacks^ feventy -three 
thoufand an4 forty -one pagodas. 

• Rrjol^jcd^ 
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That it appears, that the annual charge, to be defrayed 
by the faid Company, at the prefidency of Fort Saint George, 
and in the Carnatic, and Northern Circars, under the ref- 
pe<aive heads of civil, military, buildings and fortifications, 
and the charges of coUedting the revenues and cuftoms for* 
X\\t year 170J, is eftimated, by the Governor and Council 
at Madras, to amount to the fum of thirty-one lacks, feventy* 
feven thoufand feven hundred and eigty-five pagodas. 
Refolved, 

That it appears, that the annual revenues of the Eaft- 
India Company, at the prefidency of Bombay, and the fettle^ 
inents fubordinate thereto, under the heads of land revenues, 
cufloms, and farms, or licenfes, for the year 178I, are 
eftimated, by the Governor and Council of Bombay, at the 
fu.m of eleven lacks, feventy-fix thoufand fix hundred and 
one Bombay rupees. 
Refclvedy 

That; U appears, that the annual charges, to be defrayed 
by the E^aft7lndia Company, at the prefidency of Bombay, 
and th^ fe^tlen^ents fubordinate thereto, in the year lySf, 
are eftimated, ^y ^he Governor and Council at Bombay, at 
thirty-fix lacks, fifty-op^ thoufand twQ hundred and fony- 
five Bombay rupees. 
Refqlvedf^ 

That it appears, that the anpual revenues of the Eafl- 
India Company, at the prefidency pf Fort Marlborough, 
and its dependencies, arifi ng from cufioms, farms, and licen- 
fes, amounted, on an avera|;e of three years, from 178 J to 
1781, to" the fum of ten thoufand one hundred s^nd fifteen 
dollars. 
\x. Smith. fsHx^S^rnhh (Ute Deputy chairman) hro.vigh^ up a petition of 
the United Company of Merchants of England trading to the 
Eaft Indies, fetting forth, that the ^xpences of the late war 
have unavoidably, brought a very heavy change upon the 
petitioners' trealury in England, and, although ^arge fums 
have been paid by the petitioners in confequence thereof fince 
the date of the petition which they prefented to (hisHoafe in 
the year 1786, yet confiderable fums fiill rernair^ unpaid, 
fome of which wil become due before the ifl^ day of March,' 
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790, hefides a fum agreed to be advanced to tlie/Publ^c 
(fubjef^ to certain conditions) on account of a clain^ for 
viflualling His Majefty's troops in India, and' for His Ma- 
jefty's tioops ferving there, and alfo befides a debt incurred 
in China, and farther advances neceffary to he made for the 
purpofes of the China trade ; and that the ordinary receipts 

.f money by the petitioners before the ift day of March, 
- 790 together with the ex.rcife of fuch powers as they arc 
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now invefted with to raiie money, will not hb fuSicient to 
an(wer the feveral demands upon them during that period ; 
and therefore praying the Hoafe to take the premifes into 
confideration, and to grant them fuch farther powers as to 
the Houfe fliali feem meet. 

The fame was readj when Sir Grey Cocf^er afked if the S'r Giry 
eftimates and accounts numbered 15, 16, 17, and 18, which ^^^B^* 
had been prefented to the Committee on the preceding Fri- 
day and not then entered upon, were meant to be made the 
ground of whatever refolutions might be moved on the 
i'ubje£l of the petition, that had juft been prefented ? 

Mr. ChancellorPitt anfwered in the aflSrmative. 

Mr» Huffey deGred to know, if the fum the Con:pany now Mr.]tu%. 
wiihed to borrow^ was over and above thfc fum they had 
laft been allowed to borrow ? 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, it was. 

The petition was ordered to be taken into coniideratlon 
on the morrow. 

Mr* Chancellor Pitt^ having rifen to move for leave to Mr.O»«T»- 
bring in a bill nlative to that part of the Newfoundland"^**'*^ 
fifhery, which, by the laft treaty of peace with France, was 
ceded to that nation, obferved that he would not detain the 
Houfe long, nor go into the difcuflJon of the fubje<£l at large, 
but refenre a more extended inveftigatioA for a fubfequent 
fiage of t1|e bufinefs, when the Houie (hould have the bill 
before them. He would only, therefore, for the prefent 
take a general view of tlie fubjeft. He reminded the Houfe 
of the fituation in which the fifheries of Newfoundland had 
been placed, in refpe£l to us and the French, by tM treaty 
of Utrecht, and in what meafure that fituation was varied by 
the laft treaty of peace. A (declaration upon this fubje£t had 
been fince figned and exchanged by the two Courts, in which 
thcfe was no ftridl engagement with the Court of France, 
that flie fliould enjoy an eKclufive rijrht to the whole of the 
fifliery in the places therein fpecified (from Cape Bona Vifta 
to Cape St. John, and thence to Cape Raye) butonly afti- 
pulation to prevent the Britifli fubjedis from molefting them. 
He explained his conftru<Slion of thefe ftipulations, and 
dwelt upon the diftindlion between that fort of concurrence, 
which molefted or tended to moleft, and that which did not. 
He (aid, his opinion would be for our afting under a liberal 
co;iftni£lion of that declaration in proof of our good faith, 
and fincere defire to preferve the full extent of the mean- 
ing of jthe article that referred to the fifth article of the de- 
fii^tlve treaty. Mr. Chancellor Pitt ftated the policy of 
Engiand^s keeping as feparate as pofTible the fiflieries of the 
two countries, fince an intermixture might create jeiVoxx^'^^ 
aqd make the French acquainted with our mode of cunu^ 
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the fifii, and alfo thofe particulars, that gave us fo evident 
a fuperiority in that important branch of Eritifticon>merce* 
He thought it would be right to give notice, that the fti- 
polations of the treaty appeared to relate only to thecoafts 
of Newfoundland, and that clearly the French had no right 
to the inland fifliery ; to that in the rivers and creeks, 
. where, it f^emec], excellent falmon fiflieries abounded. Tliey 
had a right, however, to fi/h in the mouths of the rivers 
for falmon. He explained the utility of uniting both the 
fifheries, urging the extreme difadvantage that muft refult 
from the French being confined to one fpecies of fifliery, 
either that of the cod, or that of the falmon ; and after flating 
that the Ibfs of the falmon fifliery would amount to, between 
5000I. and 6000I. a year, he concluded with moving for 
leave to bring in a bill 

" To enable His Majefty to make fuch regulations as may 
*^ be necefTary for preventing the inconvenienciss which 
'^ might arife from the competition of His Majefty's fubjefts', 
'* and thofe' of the moft Chriflian King, in carrying on the 
" fifliery on the coafts of the ifland of Newfoundland." 

The fame was afterwards prefented, read a firfl time, 

ordered to be read a fecond time on the morrow, and to be 

{)rintcd. 

Sir Grey Sir Grey Cooper afked, if the right honourable gentleman 

coopva-. ^i(i nQt mean to lay fome papers before the Houfe, a,s 

grounds of his intended bill ? 
Mr. Ch.m. Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered that his mode of applying 
ceiior Pitt, to the Houfe, without previoufly laying papers before them, 
was byAio means without precedent. In the prefent cafe. 
His Majefty's Miniflers were apprized that there were per- 
fons who meant to fend out fhips immediately under a con- 
iirudion of the article of the definitive treaty, and fubfe- 
quent declaration, which it was highly necefTary for Parlia- 
ment tc pronounce a falfe conflruftion, and that fingle faft, 
- he conceived, was a fufScient ground for his motion. He 
declared he meant to proceed with the bill in fuch a manner 
us to give all parties concerned, or likely to he concerned, a 
full opportunity of flating their objeftions, if any they 
fhould have to flate, which he did not think very probable 
to be the cafe. 

The order of the day having been moved and read for the 
Houfe to go into a Committee on the bill to regulate the 
future trials on controverted eledlions, the Speaker left the 
chair, and Mr. Neville took his feat at the table. 

I'he Coinmittee then proceeded to i6ll up the blanks, 
which occafioned a great variety of converfation between 
Mr. Grenville, Mr. Pitt, the Attorney General, Sir Grey 
Cooper, Sir Adam Fergufon, Mr. SUcrldan^ Mr. Pultency, 
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Mr.Bafiardj Mr. JoIIifFe, Mr.Vyner, and others. Atharf 
after eight, the Chairman was tiiredted to report progrefs, 
and dfk leave to fit again. 

M. Gafcoyne brought up a petition of the merchants, tra- Mr. Gaf) 
ders, and other inhabitants of the town and port of Liver- ^y°«^ 
pool ; letting fortli, that the African ilave trade forms a 
very confiderable part of the commerce of Liverpool, and is» 
as the petitioners conceive, produ6live of the greateft advan- 
tages to the kingdom of Great Britain, and inieparably con- 
ne<fted with the very exiftence of its Weft Indian territories ; 
and that many of the petitioners have embarked the whole 
of their fortunes in the faid trade, confined their commercial 
purfuits to the profecution of it, and rfeiied upon the faith 
of the Legiflature for a continuance of that protedlion and 
fupport wTiich they have thought proper, for a great kngth 
of time, uniformly to grant ; and that feveral others of the 
petitioners have expended very great funis of money in pro* 
viding convenient fituations and buildings, chiefly for the. 
more expeditious and advantageous equipment and outfit of 
vejSels for the faid trade, in which thoufinds of His Majefty's 
ufeful and loyal fubjedls are daily employed, and many 
others of the petitioners, although not immediate adventu- 
rers in the African trade, are yet owners of houfes, build- 
ings, and lands, the value of which would be diminished in 
a very alarming degree, if its abolition fhould take place, it 
being well known that the benefits arifing to the town of 
Liverpool from that trade have, principally, occafioned this 
kind of property bing ftamped with its prelent immenfe and 
very extraordinary value; and that, by foftering and encou- 
raging the African ilave trade. Parliament has animated the 
petitioners with fuch a fpirit of en t reprize and perfeverance 
as to have given them a decided preference to any other port 
in the kingdom for the magnitude of their dealings in it, 
and fuperior accommodations of their African veiTels ; and 
that the fhips conftru£led for this particular trade, are re- 
markably expenfive, very unfit for any other, navigated by 
a greater proportion of feeman and mariners than is required 
upon moft other occafions, and are fingularly calculated for 
His Majefty's fervice upon cafes of emergency; and that thCs 
petitioners with aftonifhment obfcrve, by the votes of the 
Houfe, that many perfons are endeavouring to obtain art 
■ abolition of the African ilave trade, terming it contrary t6 
the principles of humanity, and difgraceful to tlie Country, 
yet the petitioners are willing to believe that fuch perfoni 
are aftuated by good motives, but conceive that they have 
bceti greatly mifinformcd as to the manner of carrying it oh^ 
and are not fufficiently acquainted with its importance td 
the ftate ; and that the flare trade is neither conuuT'^ tb x\vt 
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of humanity^ nor difgraceful to a country, may be pre-' 
fumed from the complete adraiffion by other European 
powers of the propriety of following it ; and its great ad- 
vantages may be farther known by the extreme avidity witb^ 
which a nighbouring rival natiort is, as the petitioners have . 
been informed, at this timey encouraging it with bounties 
and rewards in that country, unknown till tlie prefent pe- 
riod ; and that the fuppreffioii of the flave trade would be 
attended with coi>fequences Ifttle ftiort of ruin to many of 
the petitioners, who have thus, nnder parliamentary faith, 
embarked in the^^trade, and in veiled their property a^ before 
ilatedv would be highly injurious to the intereft and public 
revenues of this country, and operate as an effeflual bar to 
future commercial emulation and enterprize ; amd therefore 
praying, tliat they may be heard, by their coanfel, againft . 
the abolition or reft ift ion of this trade before any refolu- 
tionS, or a bill, be pafled by the Houfe upon a fubje£k of fo 
much national importance, in which they are fo peculiarly 
fituated, and fo greatly concerned. 

The petition was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 
Sir William Sir PVilliam Dolberiy according to order, brought in a bill 
Dolbcn. ^0 regulate and prevent certain inconveniencies that had.- 
arifen in the mode of tranfporting natives of Africa to the • 
WeftJndia iflands. 

The bill was read a firft time, and ordered to be read a 
fecond tirtie. It contained claufes to oblige the furgeon and . 
the mate of each fhip employed in the African trade, to 
keep an account of the number of Africans taken on board, 
and of their deaths, and atteft the fame on oath, and alfo 
claufes to limit the number of Africans taken on board in 
proportion to the tonnage of the v«fiel, and to oblige the 
captain to ufe ventilators, &c. &c. 
Mr. Gaf. Mr, Gafcoyne obferved that, doubtlefs, it was in the^re- 
•oyiie. 4 xnembrance of the Houfe that when the converfation tooki 
place upon the fubjeft, on the preceding Wednefday evenr 
ing, he had given no opinion either for or againft the bill; 
but had declared, that he had written to his conftituents 
for information and inftrudtion refpefting it, at tbe fame 
time communicating the heads of it in his letter. He could 
inform the Houfe, that he had fmce heard from Liverpool, 
and he was enabled to declare, as well from having beea 
pofleffed of the fentiments of tbofe nwft immediately inte- 
refted in the queftion, as from his own convidbion on more 
mature deliberation, that tbe bill was not likely to be pro- 
dudlive of any good confeguences wbatfoever; that it could 
not pafs without bringing forward a premature difcuffion of 
the general queftion, which the Houfe had, wifely^ poft- 
poned to tlie next fcCion, and which, moft undoubtedly, 

couli 
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could not be gone into, with any profpeft of meeting a tem- 
perate difcuflion at prefent. Mr. Gafcoyne objevf^ed to the 
mode of regulation propofed in the bill, even if it were ad- 
jnitted that reguJatioa were necefTary, declaring }us luiving 
reafo'B to believe it not pr^fticable initielf nor adequate to its 
propofed objeS. After a declaration that he conceived the 
inconveniencies on which the bill was profeflidly grounded, 
to be more Iiijaginary than real, and believed, alio, that if 
the bill proceeded, his Conftituents inuft be heard by Coun- 
fel, and foch a variety of evidence gone into, as would un- 
avoidably <3LCCupy mor£ time than the period of the feffion 
would admit, heyconcluded with moving, " that the bill be 
llpad a fecond tjme upon that day three months." 

Mr. Brlckdale feconded the motion^ • ^^^ ^ri. 

Mr. WiUlam Smith regarded tlie bill as indifjienfably requi- ^^^' ^^^ 
fite to aijfwer the purpoles of humanity, and put a ftop to am Smi 
thejqruel pradlices which (he feared) weru but too truly flated 
to prevail in that branch of the African Trade, to which 
alone the bill point,ed. He did aot wonder that the honoura- 
ble gentleman (who naturally entertained too good an opi-^ 
»ion of thofe gentlemen with whom he was connedled, and 
who were immediately concerned in the African Trade, to 
believe it poflGble that fuch practices ihor.ld prevail in the 
condu(ft of A traffic (over which they prefidod) fbould op- 
pofe the bill, and talk of the great quantity of evidence that 
8iui]b begone into. If the honourable gentlemaij, apd thofe 
whooppofed the bill, defigned to examine wit nelfes againfl: 
it, he hoped they would bring forward their evidence in as 
compadl a fliape as poffible, and occupy no more of the time 
of the Houfe than was neceflary. He declared, lie (hould 
be extremely gjad, indeed, to be fatisfied that thofe cruel 
pradbicjBS, which he (feared) did prevail in the tranfport of 
flaves, were matters of imagination only; but be could not 
entertain i^n idea, that a point fo generally talked of (and he 
might add fo generally credited) was wholly groundlefs. If 
tiie fa<9: wefe fo, it more particularly behoved thofe gentle- 
men who hqd fpoken of calumnies fuppofed to have been caft 
vpon the perfons principally concerned in the Slave Trade, 
to come forward with alacrity, and byaflifting in forwarding 
the billf or at leaft in laying the neceflary .evidence before the 
Houfe, to help to clear them from the fufpicions, which 
certainly prevailed againft them to a very powerful degree. 
Mr. Smith faid, he hoped no gentleman would attempt to 
mix the queftion of the prefent bill, with the general qucf- 
tion of the policy, propriety, and humanity of the Slave 
Trade, with which, in its provifions, it certainly, had no ne- 
ceflary connexion, but was a feparate and diflinA proceed- 
ing, dire^ed to a feparate and diftiad objeCt. l\ft\xx?,^ii^ xX\^ 
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neceflity of the Houfe interfering, without delay, in a cafe; 
that called for reform ; and to which an eafy and immediate- 
regulation was applicable ; and he reafoned upon the appear- 
ance and conftrucStion that the conduft of thofe yrho Aiould 
pppofe it muft bear in the eyes of every reafonable man, 
maintaining that an obftinate reCftance againft granting any 
relief to the fufferings of our fellow-creatures in Africai 
could only be imputed to a confcioufnefs of the e^iftence of 
the grievances in queflion, and an interefted defire to avoid 
inquiry, in order to procraftinate and delay regulation an4 
reform. Mr. Smith concluded with declaring that he would 
oppofe the long poftponement of the fecond reading, which 
had been juft moved, and vote for the bill's being read a fe-^ 
cond time on that day which the honovirable Baronet fhouli 
propofe. 
.Young, |y[j.'^ Toung fupporting the poftponement prppofed by Mr. 
Gafcoyne, obferved, that when the mind fhouTd e:5pand fo a^. 
to embrace the whole of the objefts taken in by the prefent 
bill, without at all looking at the more extenfive general 

Jueftion, he was perfuaded gentlemen would fee the extrem^ 
iiEculty or rather the utter impoflibility of paffirig the ho- 
nourable Baronet's bill in the fliort period of the prefent feffion* 
The honourable Baronet had, undoubtedly, propofed it with 
the beft views and under the moft^liheral and humane notions,' 
wifhing to afford as early as poffible to our fufferingy^/Aty;' 
creatures (as he had been very glad to hear them called by thei 
honourable gentleman, who fpok^ laft) in Africa; but, he^- 
was fure the honourable Baronet was not aware of the widq 
field for difcuflion and inquiry his bill ^ould lead to. iThe 
honourable gentleman who fpoke laft (Mr. Young ofc^ferved) 
had called upon the l^onourahle gentlemen, who oppofed' tl)e 
bill, to come forward and cl^ar themfelves, frpn^ the fufpi- 
cions which they had incurred. It was neither fair nor par-^ 
liamentary 10 charge any fet of gentlemen with being liahlej 
to fufpicion, on account of their public ^ondu^ as niembei^s 
of that Houfe— ? 

Smith. ' ' Mr. Smith interrupted Mr. Young, and begge4 to^ fay j^ 
word or two to explain!. He was called to order. 

roung. Mr. Toung proceeding, remarked that every gentlen^an ha4 
an undoubted right to a6l uponliis opinion, and ppon the in- 
formation he had received fron^ thofe moft converfaht with 
any ^bje£l before the Houfe. Much found argument niight 
be advanced to prove the impropriety of goiqg prematurely 
into the difcuffion of the prefent bill, and to fliew, that neithet: 
the ends of private feeling, nor of general hyqianity, would 
be anfwered by puflijng it to a haft y de9ifioipi,*but that, ori 
the cdntrary, tnehardfhip'sandfufFeringsof the African flaves^ 
li 'fuchexifted> would be more likely to he increafed, than 

- *' diminilhed 



^lyBS? DEBATES. f 

fJiminiflied by it, while the Britifh commercial interefts, as 
far as they were connedled with it, would be unneceffarily 
but materially Injured. To illuftrate this, Mr. Young put 
the cafe, that the bill pajQfed, and that the port of Liverpool 
fhould fend out thfee (hips conftru6ted and altered according 
to whatever might be the propofed regulations; that, upou 
their arrival in Africa they might find two French (hips there, 
not of larger tonnage than tlieir own veffels ; that, for want 
of purchafers the market for flaves might prove remarkably 
cheap ; that they being reftrained by the a£l could take no 
more than three hqndred flaves on board, while the Frencli 
ihips, being under no fuch reftraint, would take fix hundred 
on board, or perhaps only four hundred and fifty. Would 
not the French in that cafe, go to the Weil-India mat*kets, 
under a palpable advantage ; and would the caufe of general 
hucqanity be :^t all ferved ? Mr. Young declared that his 
pwn mind led towards principles of general humanity in re- 
gard to the whole of the fubjeft, as the honourable gentle-* 
hian who fpoke laft^ well knew ; but he was perfuaded, that 
the prematurely pafling the prefent bill would defeat its owa 
pbjefl:. 

Mr. Smith declared that he had been mifunderftood by the Mr. Smhli 
honourable gentleman, who fpoke laft. He had not talked 
of the fufpicions under which the honourable gentlemen whd 
pppofed the bill laboured; but n^erely obfetved that, as they 
had, a few days fince, profefled themfelves, extremely anxious 
for incjuiry, in order to clear the merchants an3 traders of Li- 
yerpocl from the fufpicion of countenancing the cruel' prac- 
ticesi which were reported to prevail in the condiift of the 
ilave trad^ it particularly behoved them to brmg forth 'their 
evidence now, and affift the Houfe in putting the prefent bill 
intio a proper and prafticable ihape. With regrtrd to the 
honourable gentleman who had moved to poftpoiie the fe- 
cond reading of the bill for three months, he had not in- 
tended to caft the leaff refleilion upon him for his cohdudrji 
and'be hopefl the honourable gentleman was far from thinking . 
that in what he (aid, he had aimed at any fucii purpofe. 

Lord Fenrhyn declared that, after what had fallen from the l-'^rd Petn 
honourable gentleman near him (Mr. Smith) he coulclnot fit ^^Y"- 
filent. In the. firft place, the cruel pradlices afferted to pre- 
vail, he flatly denied tb have ever exifted. The aflei tion of 
thejr ex^ftenCfc if Us matter of direft defamation and grofs ca- 
lumny. Itwasabfurd and inconfiftent to fuppofe that men, 
whofe profit depended on the health and vigour of the Afri- 
can natives whooi they carried to the Weft Indian market, 
would, piirpofcly, torment and dHlrefs them during their 
pafliage, fo as to "endanger their lives, merely (as' it i\\\^\\lVfe 
laid) that they mi|;ht liyt bj tbi lofu But, the abivxiAa^ cax. 
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of the queftion, he flatly denied the fa£l. The honourable 
gentleman had called upon hiniy and upon thofe who took the 
part of the.merchants and traders, who were concerned in the 
African trade, to come forward, and aflift in clearing the 
chara£lers of thofe whom they defended from fufpicion. 
But, the merchants and traders in queftion deferred no fuch 
fufpicion, and the charge originated in mere calunany and 
roifreprefentation. That caule carried no very favourable 
compledlion, which had two fuchdifgracefui forerrunners. 
The honourable gentleman obferved, that he had declared, 
that the merchants and traders of Liverpool were anxious 
for an inquiry. Undoubtedly they were extremely anxious ; 
but, for what fort of an inquiry ? Not a hafty, premature, 
intemperate difcuffion, ditStated by defamation, and influx 
cnced by paflion, but a full, candid, and fober inveftigation, 
for the fake of truth, and the fatisfadion of reafon. When- 
ever fuch an inquiry took place, it would be found that all 
the idle ftories of cruelty, reported to be common on board 
the African fhips, were mere groundlefs calumnies. At pre- 
fcnt, he was convinced no fuch inquiry could take place, nor 
could the bill in queftion, or any thing like it, anfwer the 
objedl even of the honourable Baronet, The merchants and 
traders were, by no means adverfe to inquiry, or adverfe to 
a proper bill of regulation, fince they acknowledged that 
there might be fome individuals in the trade, who were bad 
men, governed by violence and paflion. His Lordfhip de- 
clared that he hsid full authority from the merchants and 
traders of Liverpool, to fay they would themfelves come for- 
ward with a bill during the courfe of the enfuing feflion, or 
affift the Houfein forming one, to put the trade under proper 
regulation, but at prefent hie was |)erfiiadipd th^t it W43 iw- 
prafticable. 
Ir, Drake. Mr. Drake declared that he never had adled in that Houfe 
from fo bafe a principle as that of paflion ; difdainful idea of 
fcornful motive ! He was perfuaded the honourable baror 
net, was equally free from fijeling any fuch fhameful impulfei; 
In his mind the honourable Baronet deferved the united thanks 
of the*JIoufe for having introduced fuch a bill as that before 
them. He verily believed the honourable Baronet pofleflTed 
as noble and as exicellent a heart as ever dignified an human 
breaft. His bill did him the higheft honour, and that Houfe 
.ought to receive it with gratitude, and fofter it to their bo- 
foms. Mr. Drake rejid the preamble of the bill to convince 
the Houfe of ths humanity of its objeS:. The preamble ftated 
that it was to prevent the Inconveniencies that were fappofed 
•toexift in the mode of conveying the natives of Africa to the 
Weft Indies.' He faid inconveniences was, in his mind* much 
. ItQQ mild a tergit It; bad^" he fuppofed| been adopted as a 
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conciliatory word; but hardJhipSy feverltiesj cruelttes^ or any 
other ftrong expreffion, would be a more appofite term to be 
adopted ; and when the bill got to a Committee, he would 
move fuch an amendment. He reafoned upon the neceffity 
of carrying fo humane an inftrument into immediate effedt, 
ftating the fevere haidfliips that the poor Africans fuffered, 
and muft fuflFer, if fix months were allowed to pafs over be- 
fore any attempt was made by that Houfe to relieve them. 
He defcribed the mifcries of an infinite number of poor 
wretched human beings crowded and crammed together in 
tinventilated Ihips, and without benefit of any of the human© 
regulations propofed by the bill ; and wliich tiie Houfe, when 
the bill fliould come to the ftage of a Committee, might mo- 
dify and adopt. Mr. Drake concluded that, he fhould vote 
in favour of the fecond reading of the bill, fo as to enable the 
houfe to pafsit with all reafonable difpatch, in thecourfe of 
the prefent feffion. 

Mr. Brickdale hoped that he ihould not be thought inhu- Mr. Brick 
man for having fecondedthe motion to poftpone the fecond ^^^^' 
reading for three months. He had done it filently, wifhing 
to hear what were the fentiments of other gentlemen before 
he delivered his own. Connedled as he was with gentlemen 
immediately concerned, and that in a variety of ways, with 
the African trade, he had felt it to have been his duty to fe- 
cond the motion ; but his own private fentiments led him to 
"wifh that the trade were put under fome regulation ; that re- 
gulation, however, he conceived could not be fuddenly and 
haftily agreed on with any profpcft offuccefs. It would re- 
quire more cool inveftigation and temperate difcuffion, than 
the Houfe would have time for during the courfe of the pre- 
fent feffion. 

Mr. TVhithread very humanely urged the Houfe to go on Mr. Whit 
with the bill. ^"^^• 

Mr. Rofe defired gentlemen, before they refolved to con- Mr. RoC 
tinue a debate on fo important a fubjeft, to afk themfelves 
whether it became the caufe, or would tell in its favour with- 
out doors, when it fhould be known that it was agitated in fo 
thin a Houfe? He therefore advifcd tlie honourable gentle- 
man to withdraw his motion, and that all parties fhould 
•agTee to let the difcuffion ftand over for the morrow, when in 
all probability there would be a much fuller attendance. 

The Attorney General obferved, that the Houfe had, in a The Att( 
manner, been taken by furprize^ no notice having been given General. 
that there was any intention to bring forward the motion. 
Mr.. Attorney faid that there might be a flop put to the Houfe . 
' proceeding to debate a minute longer, by moving to have it 
counted ; but it would be more decent in itfelf, and more re- 
jpedfttl to a fubjeft^ on which jnuch of the public attentloa 
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Was Riceir that the matter Ihould be put an end to, by with' 
drawing, the motion. 
•.Bcaufoy Mr. Beaufoy profefled himfelf a warm friend to the bilj, 
but remoiiftrated againft farther agitating a motion of the 
magnitude of that before them in fo thin a Houle. 

Sir Charles Middleton moved tliat the Houfe might be count- 
ted, which, being according, to the ftanding order, was obliged 
to be inftantly comphed with, the Houfe was counted out. 
. The following papers were put upon the table of thei 
Houfe, for the perufal of the Members. 
The average amount of the Window 

tax, for three, years preceding 'the 

year 1784, which ended the 5th of 

April 1785, is 
The prefcnt aSual receipt of the old 

window tax by the laft accounts 

that were made up, and which were 

for 1785 - - " ' ■ ■ ^ . 

The accounts of the year 1786 are not all received. 
J\naccountof the a6tua!. receipt of the Window Tax, undei^ 

the Commutation Aft, from . September 1784, to Marclji 

1788, with the arrears and deficiencies, diftinguifhing each 

year. 

.. Receipt. 



416,311 16 9| 



380,906 IS 5 



t?a!f-year frotp the lotli 0£t. 
1784(0 5th April 1785 

• -■ ■♦■■•■■ ''785. 

Yf ar ending th« 5 April 1 726 

1785. 
Year ending 5th April 1787 

1787.. 
Year ending 5th April 1788 



160,855 15 4| 



^ Artear. - 



, Deficiency. 



1,000 o o 



2,000 o o 



35,805 7 i| 
361,530 13 (5 



5>6o5 4 3| 



13,187 i8 51 



. Chan- 
or Pitt. 



.Htt%. 



508,369 I 
485,905 10 io{. 
1 60,48^ 5 6 

N. B. The arrear on account of the years 1784 and I785f 
is afcertained with all poffible preciiion :~It i^s apprehended fo 
much more will come in ; but poffibly fome part, or the 
whole may prove deficient, . 

The arrear on account of theyears 1786 and 1787, will 
fome p^rc be deficient, but wh^ proportion cannot be afcer- 
tained till the year's accounts are fettled. 

John Trenchard, G. Blount, F. Fownes LuttrelL 

Office .for Taxes, 2 2d May, 1788. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuefday^ 27th Maj^ 

Mr. Chancellor Fitt moved the order of the day for the 
Houfe to refolve itfelf Into a Committee to take into their 
confideration the petition of the Eaft India Company. 

Mr. i/w^j^ conceived that the account of the Eaft IliiU 
Comj:>any's debts st homeland of their property, ihould have 
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been laid before tbe Hcufe, (o as to enable the Committee 16 
fee how their affairs teally flood, before they proceeded to 
grant them leave to raife an additional fum upon credit. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered that tlie Company did not Mr. cha«< 
require a credit to which their circumftances did not entitle ^^^^°^ ***"* 
them; and he imagined that the papers on the table, which 
would be referred to the Committee, would prove f%illy fuf- 
ficient to warrant their application. 

Mr, HuJ/ey confidered the papers on the table as a mere Mr. Hufle; 
cafli account, and thought that the Committee ought to have 
more fatisfaflory papers before them ; and in particular an 
accountof the quantity of flock of various kinds in their ware* 
houfes. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt flated his reaforts for thinking other-^ Mr. Chan- 
wife, andfaid, the balance was, at this moment, in their fa- "ilor Pi^ 
vour, and that the Company flood in no need of prefent re» 
lief; but as the balance would be againft them in Marchj 
1780, in confequence of the quantum of bills, &c» drawn up- 
on them, and that would then be due, it was right to take 
care to grant them a power to raife a fum equal to the de- 
iDands that would come upon them, and which arofe front • 
the mcafures that had been taken to bring home the India 
debt. With that view he meant to move in the Committee 
that they Ihould have power to raife i,20o,oool. 

Mr. Hujfey contended that it was giving them a power that Mr. HuCIc 
might be ufed to the difadvantage of the Public ; and, there- 
fore, it was the duty of that Houfe to proceed with extreme 
cautioh, and to have the fullefl information before them^ 
when they gave their con fen t to their borrowing fuch an ad- 
dition to their capital. Mr. Hufley mentioned the very great 
uncertainty of all their proceedings relative to the debts of 
the Company, inflancing the faft, that the Company's debts 
in' India, in the year 1787, had turned out to amount to 
above a million more than that Houfe had voted them to 
amount to. 

Sir Grey C$oper obferved that it was the old and eftabllfhed sir Crty 
principle never to allow a trading company to borrow more Cooper. 
from the Public, than the Public flood indebted to the com- 
pany. It was therefore highly neceflary, that a full account 
of the flate of the Company's affairs fliould be before the Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Smith (lateChairman) faid that if the Houfe went into Mr. SmUli 
the Committee, the flate of the Company's aff*airs would of 
courfe come out in debate, and he bad not the fmallefl doubt 
but that it would be found, that the application in the pre* 
fent inftance was perfeftly reafonable. 

The Speaker then left the chair, and Mr. Gilbert having 
taken his feat at the table, 

Vql. XXIV. D Ut. 



iS PARLIAMENTARY A. 1788. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt ftated the reafons of the Company's 
prefent application to I^arliament, and the grounds on which 
he held it juflified. He faid that there were two cafes 
to be made out, on which refted the proof, that the Com- 
pany were juftified in their petition to Parliament, and that 
both of them appeared to him to be fufBciently made out. 
He affigneii the reafons and the neceflity for their having their 
requifition granted, imputing the occafion of their applica- 
tion to have arifen in a great meafure from the extenfion of 
their trade, in confequenceof the late meafures of Government* 
He faid that he would not touch then upon the commuta- 
tion a£l, becaufe, advantageous as that meafure had turned 
out, and eflentially beneficial to the revenue as it had proved, 
anhonourablegentleman, who hadundertaken to fhewthatthe 
very reverfe was the faft, had given them to underft:lnd that a 
day would be adopted for a full difcuffion of that topic^ He 
mentioned among other caufes of the Company's wanting to 
borrow a farther fum, their having been under the ueceffity 
of fending 300,0001. to China, in confequence of the freights 
from Bengal failing by fo much in their expefled produce. 
Gentlemen (he faid) would find the debts of the Company to 
be 834,0001. lefs than in the year 1786, and from the pre- 
fent appearance of things, fuppofing peace to continue, the 
Company would in 1791 have above three millions over and 
above fufficient to difcharge their debts. He declared the 
amount of their bond debts, and other incidental debts (in- 
cluding the demands which Government had upon the Com- 
pany, and which, whenever it came to be liquidated, would be 
found to be very confiderably above 500,0001.) and fet againft 
them the Company's capital, their floating property at the 
period in queftion, and other matters, in order to make out 
his afiertion. After an infinite variety of ftatements, he 
moved a refolution purporting that it was the opinion of the 
Committee that the Company fhould be efmpowcred to bor- 
row a fum not exceeding i,200,oool. 

Mr.nuiley. Mr. Hujfey declared that he knew not what had happened 
fince the year 1786, to juftify the prefent application. Mr» 
Huffey was proceeding to ftate in what light he faw the Com- 
pany's affairs, when 

*^ c^an- Mr. Chancellor Pitt interrupted him, merely to fave trou- 

cu or lit. i^j^^ ^y ftating, that if the honourable gentleman took up the 
matter in the way in which he was proceeding to ftate it, he 
muft go back as far as the year 1784; whereas hehadgroun- 
ed all that he had faid, on thq ftate of the Company^s af- 
fairs in the year 1786. 

Ml. iiufTcjr Mr. Huffey refpmed his argument, and proceeded to ftate 
the fituation of the Company; camparing their capital with 
their debts, &c. in his own way, oWerving, that where pub- 
lic 
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lie credit was concerned, they ought to look at it in every point 
of view. He then regularly traced tlie feverai additions that 
had been made to theCompany's capital, and grounded many 
arguments, upon the amount of it at different periods, in- 
ferring from the whole, that the right honourable gentle- 
man's ftatement was not, to his mind, perfe611y fatisfadlory. 

Mr. Smith (late Chairman) begged to fay a few words, in Mr. Smu;>. 
order to enable gentlemen to judge for thenifelves, whether 
there was any rifque in voting the prefent refolution. Mr. 
Smith then took a view of the Company's affairs at the end 
of the war before the laft, and traced them from that period 
up to the prefent time. He contended, that they had been 
very deeply in debt, but that they reduced that debt to one 
million and a half in the courfe of the Lift peace, and at the 
timeof the commencement of the war, their affairs were in 
the moft profperous condition that they ever had been in. 
At the end of the war, they found theinfelves diftreffed, and 
the rcafons were obvious. He mentioned the difference of 
the expence of freight, and various other circumftances ; and 
after dwelling upon thefe particulars, he enumerated the re- 
lief which the Company had, at different times, received 
from Parliament, and ftated, that they had cleared off 800,000!. 
per annum of their debt fmce the war. 

Sir Grey Cooper thought that the enlarging the fum due St ^'.y 
from the Eaft-India Company to the Public, was dangerous ^?*^r'* 
to public credit. He quoted a pamphlet to fupport his ob- 
je6iions, on the fcore of the immcnfe drains of the trealury of 
the Company, occafioned by the fums fent to China in ordet 
to bring tea here, and mentioned the derangement, if not 
ruin, ot many branches of home manufadiu re bytheexten- 
fion of the Company's trade, and the low prices at which 
they fold their goods,' bringing large quantities to Tale unex- 
pe<5edly. He particularly inftanced the muflin manufailu- 
rers,of Lancafhire, and the manufadiurers of Scotland. 

Mr. Chancellor Pin contended that the honourable Baro- Mr. Chan- 
netwas miftaken. ^^*^''' ^ •- 

The refolution was then read, and agreed to. 

The order of the day was read for goincr into a Committee 
farther to confider of the charges againfl: Sir Elijah Impey. ^ 

Sir Gilbert Elliott moved, "That the Speaker do now sir c;iiie;! 
<« leave the chair." . ^'^*^"'- 

The Attorney Qcmernl contended, that the charge relative TheA?r-'- 
tothe Patna Caufe, if it was any charge againil ^ir Elijah i^^y ^^'•«" 
Impey, muft prove equally a charge againft the whole Court. '''^' 
In 1780, the fuhjecl of the charge became an object of par- 
liamentary confideration, and an adV had paffed upon it. The 
£aft-Ihdia Company had agreed to give fecurity, in cafe the 
&atence wa« not affirmed by the Privy Council in the couife 
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cf five years, to pay the parties 30,060!. and, that day, ho 
underftood, the Solicitor to the Eaft -India Conjpany had re- 
ceived notice of its heing fet down for hearing. He aiked, 
, therefore, .whether that Houfe would wilh to proceed with 
the difcuffion of a caufe that was to come on for hearing be- 
fore a tribunal raoft proper to deci3e it ? 
Wr.Anflni-> Mr. Anjlruther declared, that his reafon for wifhing the 
^*^' Houfe to proceed, was, that the caufe was totally at an end, 

and that no party had any longer any intereft in it. In or- 
der to illuftrate this aflertion, Mr. Anftruther recapitulated- 
the circumftances attending it. He maintained that the 
bond entered into by the EalUIndia Company, under the adl 
of 1 78 1, was forfeited, fince the five years expired in January 
^788. He conceived the whole bufinefs to beii collufion be- 
tween Sir Elijah Impey and the Eaft-India Company ; and 
he ftated the charge as criminal, hecaufe Sir Elijah Impey 
filing corruptly (he meant not from pecuniary motives) had 
pvedet the whole judicature of India, for the fake of extend- 
ing his own jurifdidlion. Mr. Anftruther added, that if it was 
really too late in the feflion to go through with the charge, 
}ie fhould think that a fit reafon for putting it off; but he 
was far from being of opinion that fuch was the ftate of the 
. ^ cafe. . . 

Wr. Grcnr Mr. GrenvUte obferved, that the honourable gentlemaa 
filifr had juft ftated the ftrongeft reafon for putting off the charge, 

when he mentioned the latenefs of the period of the feflion, 
which he declared he (Mr. Grenville) felt to be a ftrong ob- 
je£tion to going on with it. Mr. Grenville did not admit 
ifhe whole of Mr. Anftruther's reafoning, as he could not 
think there was any ground for the fufpicion of collufion be- 
tween the Eaft-India Company and Sir Elijah Impey. H$ 
?idded other reafons for being of opinion that the charge ought 
pot to^rome on, while it was going to another tribunal, though 
th;^t qircumftance, he admitted, by no means debarred the 
Houfe frpn[^ ^xer^ifing its fundlions refpedling the charges ia 
future, 
HTfAnftru. ^Wr. Jn/kuther replied ; and after admitting, th^t if the 
^er. Privy Council fliould affirm the fentence, it would, in hi$ 

tpindj proceed fp^ne length towards the txculpatiop of Sir 
iflijah, enlarged upon his former argument^ 
Mr. Grenville fpoke in explanation. 
Mr. Burkc. Mr. Burke obferved, that the whole reminded him of a 
j(lory of Sir Robert Walpole> who, retiring from the fa- 
tigues of puhlip hv^finefs, defired h\% fon to get him a book to 
• read to him. The fon a&ed him on what fubje£k ? Should 
he get him hiftory ? No, no, faid Sir Robert, not hiftory ; 
^here can be no truth in that. He adpiitted philofopbicail 
jj^ulations, traveisj and Pliny ; but hiftory, he f;\id, could 

no( 
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not be true. Mr- Burke applied this ftory to Mr. Grenville^s 
argument, and talked about young ftatefmen, and who were 
filled, as it were, with wine, and had all the body and 
ftrength of it ; while older politicians were obliged to take 
-up with the lees, which werefomewhat ftale and lour. Mr. 
Burke next ftated all the particulars of the Patna caufe, in 
the inveftigation of which he had many years fincc taken a 
confiderable.part. The Eaft-India Company, he faid, ori- 
ginally brought it before that Houfe, and with great warmth 
urged them to inveftigate it. They had caught the Com- 
pany's warmth, and felt with equal ardour. They took it 
up, and confidered it as fo outrageous and bad, that no ap' 
peal could be expecSed. An a6b was pafled for the imme- 
diate relief of the Magi ft rates of Patna, and the Company 
gave bond to have the caufe heard before the Privy Council. 
jMr. Burke ftated the manner in which the bill had been cur- 
tailed in the Houfe, declaring their noble had been reduced to 
ninepence. Bur, as a little praftical good was better than 
mountains of fpeculative advantages, they had patiently fub- 
mitted to hold faft by the remainder that was left of their 
bill. The Eaft-India Company, who had been fo hot upon 
the bufine/s, grew cool upon it direSly afterwards. The 
firft thing they did was to prevaricate, and leave the ma- 
giftrates of Patna, who had been dragged fome hundred 
miles before a jurifdivSlion they knew nothing of, to amufe 
themfelves in prifon, as they had been told in another place^ 
by dancing in irons to the jingling of their chains, and to 
regale themfelves with the perfumes of the commoij fewer 
of the prifons of Calcutta. The Company,. Mr. Burke (hid, 
bad made a falfe entry, and had altered their own record ; 
and they had been guilty of the grofleft frauds and vlUanies 
XO prevent the eflfecSk of their own petition, and had omitted 
to fend the aft out to India. And what had thev done fmce ? 
' They had forfeited 30,000!. for the purpofe ot defeating a 
criminal charge againft that criminal whom they had called 
Vpon the Houfe to proceed againft. Mr. Burke enlarged on 
thefe particulars, and applied the nonumque prcmatur in annum 
of Horace, to the nine years that had elapfed fmce the 
fubjeft was firft agitated, declaring, that nothing would 
make him add a tenth. He took up the caufe for the fake of the 
rights of the Magiftrates of Patna, for a man who was a Ma- 
giftrate before the dirty Eaft-India Company had any power 
over Patna.\ He alluded to the expreffion of a bit of wax 
hanging to a ^iece of parchment, as applied to a charter on 
which depended the lives of millions, andafked if they, the 
Commons of England, owed no more proteSion to India, 
and its injured inhabitants, than a Company of Merchants 
could give them ? With regard to the Utencfs o{ tVit leaSoti^ 
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he owned, that many things had great weight when compar- 
ed with that circumftance; but when it was confidered that 
the Patna caufe had been protrafted for nine years, furely 
they would agree that the protraftors, and not the miferable 
inhabitants of India, ought to be punifhed. H^ fubmitted 
it to the feelings of the Houfe, whether, when Magiftrates 
bad been dragged four hundred miles from their native place 
to be tried by laws to which they were ftrangers, and fuf- 
fored to remain in prifon, they did not merit attention ? That 
Houfe, he faid, was no prifon, although he knew it was not 
extremely well calculated for buflnefs in fummer, yet in a 
cafe of fuch magnitude, ordinary confiderations ought to 
give way, and they ought not to hold out to India, that Sir 
Elijah Impey, being one of their own colour, one of their 
gang, as it were, upon this account he ftiould be protefted 
by them. Becaufe the Eaft-India Company had delayed to 
do juftice for nine years, that Houfe ought not to prevaricate. 
For his part he would not, for no Horace had told him to 
keep his peace ten years. 
Ml. Smith. Mr. Smith obferved, that he rofe to exculpate himfelf from 
the afperfion which the right honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Burke) had caft on the Eaft-India Company, declaring he 
had fat for many years atnongft the Direftors, and with a$ 
good men as thofe with whom the right honourable gentle- 
yfian had affociated, without any difparagement to the gentl©- 
njen, be they who they might. Mr. Smith juftified the con- 
duft of the Company, declaring, they were always governed 
by the advice of their law o£Scers, and that they had as re- 
fpeflable law officers as any in the profeffion. They had 
called on their law officers to take care that no time was loft ; 
^nd he defied the right honourable gentleman to prove that 
the Company had been guilty of any prevarication, or of 
having, at any time, attempted to fcreen any man from 
juftice. 
lAv. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pin obferved, that the fabjefl had caufed 
tellor Put. more warmth than it feemed to require. The honourable 

frentleman had told them, that they were not to truft to 
liftory, and a great many morje things that had very little to 
do with the queftion. An honourable and learned gentlemaa 
Jiad admitted, that if the Privy Council had affirmed the 
fentence, that would go a great way towards exculpating Sir 
Elijah Impey. [Mr. Burke faid, I never admitted that.] 
Mr. Pitt declared, the admiffion was too fair, too reafonable, 
and too candid, for the riglit honourable gentleman to have 
^ made, undoubtedly ; but it fo happened, that he alluded to 
another pcrfon, an honourable and learned gentleman oppb- 
fitetohim (Mr. Anftruther). As, therefore, the caufe was 
to go before the Privy Council, and as it was poffible for the 

fentenca 
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fentence to be aflGrmed, and as by next feflion they would 
know whether it came on or not, he thought it far more ad- 
vifeable to wait till then, and the more eipecially, fince by 
going into it under thofe circumftances, they would break 
through a principle allowed to be a good one, and by putting 
itofF, they would be abld to go into it in future with more 
accuracy. The right honourable gentleman had faid that 
that houfe was not a prifon ; a ftrong argument, in his mind, 
(Mr, Pitt obferved) for not going into the confideration of 
the charge. If the houfe had been a prifon, they might have 
fome hopes of being able to detain the members, and force 
them to attend the confideration ; the cafe being otherwife, 
in aU probability if the charge came on, they would have to 
look for their members at the diftance of four hundred miles 
from thofe walls. He could not, however, believe that gen- 
tlemen were ferious in wifliing to go into an inquiry, whicli 
it would be impofRble for them to finifli in that advanced 
period of the feflion. The right honourable gentleman him- 
felf had too many avocations, avocations that were both ho- 
nourable and ufeful to himfelf, to wifli to go into it. 

Mr. Anjlruther anfwered, that he didnot.think the inquiry Mr.Anftru 
would take up fo much time as the right honourable gentle- f^*^- 
man feemed to imagine. On the contrary, one or two days 
would be enough for adducing the evidence, which was moll 
of it written and documentary ; and going through the charge 
before the feflion clofed, he really thought would be a great 
obje6t. Mr. Anttruther faid, he pufhed it now, becaufe a 
bona fide decifion could not be had. With regard to any (hort 
remainder of the feflion that there was to come, no man but 
the right honourable gentleman could afcertain tliat event, 
becaufe no man but he knew how foon it would clofe; it 
might laft two months, or perhaps only one week longer. 

The Attorney General^ in anfwer to the charge of an in- The Attoi 
tended collufion between the Eaft-India Company and Sir "^ ^*^***^' 
Elijah Impey, mentioned the opinions of Mr. Mansfield and 
Mr. Roufe upon the fubjeft, and afked if any man could 
fuppofe that they would become parties to a collufion ; or, 
that, having fet their hands to the record, they would not 
fairly argue the caufe before the Privy Council ? 'Mr. Attor- 
ney faid, that the Eaft-India Company would not pay their 
bond, though he admitted, that it was forfeited in law. 

Mv. AnJIruther hoped that his honourable and learned friend Mr.Anftn 
did not fuppofe, that he had the leaft fufpicion that gentle- ^^^^' 
men of fuch refpeftable charafters as Mr, Mansfield and Mr» 
Roufe would countenance a collufion. 

Mr. Burke begged leave to contradiil a right honourable ^^' ^^^^' 
gentleman, (Mr. Pitt) who hadfuppofed him to have admit- 
ted, that the E^-India Company had re^Mefted to W\& ^SAa 



14 PARLIAMENTARY A. 178?. 

obligation upon thenj to give fecurity for referring the fen* 
tence to the Privy Council, inferted intheadlof 1781- He 
had faid no fuch thing, but tlie contrary, aflSrming, that it 
had not been deflred by the Eaft- India Company, nor by that 
Houfe, but by the higheft authority, the Lord Chancellor, 
at v^^hofe exprefs requeft he had inferted the obligation on the 
Company in the bill, Mr, Burke defired the right honour- 
able gentleman, who had proved fo bad an hiftorian, not to 
take upon himfelf the office of being his hiftorian ; declaring 
that he had rather truft to the Public Advertifer,. the Morn- 
ing Chronicle, or the Mornini; Poft, as reporters of his 
fpeeches, though he did not confider them as the moft faith- 
ful records. He complained of the right honourable gentle- 
man's treatment of him, and faid, the oppreffion of great 
parts and great powers was too much to be borne. It re- 
' minded him of a ftory of a Roman lady, who had married a 
man with a bad breath, and when he was dead, the widow 
was aflked how flie could bear to live fo long with a man who 
had a foul breath? The lady (having been a virgin when fhe 
married, as part of that Houfe was) had faid in reply, that 
Ihe thought all men's breath was the fame. He had heard 
fevere things from many Minifterswhofat in the place which 
the right honourable gentleman filled, but he had fufFered 
more from the ofFenfive and foul breath of the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, than from that of any Minifter that had 
gone before him. The honourable gentleman over the way 
had boafted of fitting in as good company as ever he did. 
That was a bold word. The Marquis of Rockingham, Mr. 
Dowdefwell, the Duke of Portland, and Mr. Fox, were not 
eafily matched. Mr. Burke ridiculed Mr. Smith's ftanding 
up as godfather of the Eaft-India Company. The honour- 
able and learned gentleman oppofite to him, he obferved, had 
declared that the Eaft- India Company would not pay their 
bonds ; he had not faid that they Would pay them, but that . 
they were bound to pay them, as indeed the honourable and 
learned gentleman had admitted ; but, in truth, the Com- 
pany would neither do juftice nor pay their bond. 
Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that he thought he never 
•cllorPitt, had heard apropofition morediftinflly laid down, than when 
he had heard the right honourable gentleman fay, the Eaft- 
* India Company had requefted, that their being obliged to giv^ 
fecurity to refer the fentence in the Patna caufe to the Privy 
Council, might be inferted in the a<£l: of 1781. The right 
honourable gentleman had complained of his treatment of 
him. In the heat of debate, a warm expreffion might efcap© 
him; and, it muft be acknowledged, that the right honour- 
able gentleman being himfelf remarkably guarded, and cau- 
tious of faying any thing to offend others, iSras peculiarly 

juftifiei 
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juRified in taking ofi^nce at any thing rather harfli that was 
faiJof himfelf. With regard to the Minifter who fat where 
he did, he had not heard fo many Minifters as tlie right ho- 
nourable gentleman, and therefore he could not remember 
' what fevere things they had faid to him, but the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had given fufficient proof that he had 
forgotten the fevere things that he had himfelf faid to Mini- 
fters. 

Mr. 5«rit^ anfwered, that he would plead guilty to the Vr.Burk 
charge of having neither been malicious in the hrft inAance, 
nor vindiftive in the fecond. 

The queftion was at length put, and negatived : it wns 
then moved, and carried, ' that the farther confideration of 
the charge be put off till that day three months. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednefday^ i%th May. 

Lord Penrhyn brought up a petition from the merchants 
and traders of Liverpool, ftating the long exiftence of the 
African trade.; the eflential benefits the country had derived 
from it ; the encouragement that the Legiflature held out 
to individuals to embark their fortunes in it; and the injury 
that they muft neceflarily fufFer from any fudden meafure 
being tafcen refpefling it. Having heard, therefore, that a 
bill was in the Houfe for the purpofe of operating a partial 
regulation, which they conceived to be founded on fafts that 
were not true, they prayed to be heard by themfelves and 
their counfel againft the faid bill. 

The petition having been read, was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Lord Penrhyn then moved, " That the faid petitioners be Lord Pen- 
** allowed to be heard by their counfel on the fecond reading ^^1^* 
^^ of the bill.'' 

The queftion being put, it was agreed to. 

Mr. Ewer brought up a petition from the merchants of 
London to the fame effefl with the Liverpool petition, and 
a fimilar motion was put upon it, and agreed to. 

Sit fPilliam Dolben now rifing, declared that he was farsirWillUi 
from harbouring even the moft diftant intention of thwarting^*>lb«»« 
tli*e prayer of the petitioners, or of oppofing their defire \q 
be heard againft the bill. All he defired was, that the bill 
which he had brought in, might meet with fair play, and 
that if evidence againft it was liftened to, he might be per- 
mitted to bring evidence in fupport of it. The purpofe of 
his introducing a bill on the fubjedl of the flave trade was not 
taj)ring forward the confideration of the immorality of that 
trade ; it wa* not indireftly to accelerate a premature dlfcvit- 
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f:?-. c: tr.e ^^ tnl :j-.:.:- :?-'::-r.>^ :':e policy and pro- 
j::!-:-. ::' j -::.-_■ j :; r :.i f :: ii ur.i:: :e::.".:n regulations 
cr : iV. ::. r.- .: .! Cr'.'.t: : ": _: r? z:.Vi :he attention of 
?.-. .--Tf- : :. i ...-.:-*:: >.i J .. .-.i^ : ;rit, which might 
pr:.. . "rf .r.:.:e : -. . --' : ...tzL .:r rrg':bricn, with- 
C-: i: ...•.:; .:rv :::. -. . -cr : .:'::r jf-ria! confid-rations 
t? % . "... :*.e :"- ' -.i": r. ;". . .r: i. 1: v. »?, :r. :-c:, to lave the 
Ives .::!:.. -:...^ :: I i' : . 1 .: t":.: ::^u: r:fCr:i',r!:y periJh, 
i: iVt;^ :^z'r. re ~::1_..::"..- :.? ..:■ '.. .i 1. vj^rtT 1 :?, wcre r.cjt a(loi>t- 
e i "■ . : .: . v : : . .. " . '* > . " : . r.^ 'r .. i r. . :: -.■.■; -: : i, zr.iz lb m .:ny 
I . V > ? ■ V . 7 ; ; . . :- : : - j '. ^ .: b -. :>. r r - :.::.. :i ";c- .• : the; »raf£ ict*s, 
wh :". 'r.z'~..c .vc- C •"" -^ u"jr:::-:'d, h'a ch jincJ in the 
Tr;.:-.:'-v-:: c: I'le r.itirs jf /.rrui :r :'.r ''*'e:i iniiie?. he had 
be J 1 ^■..' ".j^: -;.' "" : >^ :. j y - . : :' .-^r" ".:"> .: .r-rr! -n He had an- 
l^A-;:ri:.i, t!:^: h: vAf / r: :!:r ": f TJ^: :r:l :-r- tt.^z^ fr^rA-ard the 
:v jr:V!:.v evliri'C:. r;:: :':^: rij'v : .: u-: -^rrtnke to do lb on 
n :\'. : u re vi - V . : : a :. f :: ^ v : ^ .r. ^ i .. v s :":/,. r :. :? h .. J d cc 1 .1 red 
\\ :v.< ■'!..>: L\ :V.;.: >.." \v-< :e . ". ^ : ::..'. .j: :r.?,nY of the moft 
r;: .V i J : .. *"^ : j c : '. ."- r.. /: , : 5 : >' ."/. . : : . v.- : : _ ::'. : u : c f : va ni he r, a nd . 
o :" .: ! ::"; v^ . : e \ J : ^ i : : : . / : !." :": r : r : : :b :: 5 I i rLr '. v t o be c on v a r fan t 
\v. :'::'■:•.:■'■ vV. v./:.- ■.-.-..".i -.^r:-.? fit the har, beyond all 
c-^r.:r.:. -J^t.r • :"r.:,: :>.: cr lVh:-.c.\n h^hr.d ccii^plair.ed of a5u- 
:.".!v c\ ::v.\ .:"d t'.-'i: :":..re -.v.-.f; furh a l:?'.v.ige of the i^r- 
1> A > :" : ! 1 ." ;. .-. v r : :: .: .: :e A :; : j ^ r. > • o ; 1 h ?a r J t hr : ra n fport vef- 
k \ < . iV r r !". .' : .. .^ -.^ ».^ : :'.■: •■ >.^ a ;"t: r. n y . n < m 11 it fli .. c k t he hu- 
ni ,; : '. : : ;. .: • ■. vl rx>:^ : V i " v^ : : v'. : ^ :: a r i o :i o f t !i .1 : 1 lo\: fe. :. r d of eve ry 
iv.'M ^ r tV-j!/^ !'i :!"..^ cc-.Titrv. ThrTr m'.tVr.iS:e wretches 
h;,d iv>: a v,::d :>jV.;.:j ;/.l.^\ve.l i:>em to live i-^, while, in that 
luiTv^w ".b-oo rV..y ve:e L\:.!ed \>:::i lh.';ckle5, and faftened 
h... ' : :.^ l\;:*.v-. .vvl tb.-^r :? tb.^: to o-.e anothtr. ^\ hen he had 
fii.l i.i^ wa< :./..i\ t^ jv ove ilul";.' ibcl- at the bar, he had un- 
djntvwl* t'i.u ;!» ^.^■■:.^v:;aV!o c;."n:Icir.en, who had appeared 
tx^ 1^0 avlwrfv 05) tI".:* r.:;t n'!/nti."^n of the bill, had declared, 
tb.i'v w.^Viivl no: ol^-.vfl tr» the bill, if ibch facls could be fub- 
ih\- ti.it.xl. \\li!.''i t'lev did not brlieve was very probable. 
I lo would do thfm the h::iice to t>brtrve, that they had only 
in.' do I'lat dec! ar,;:i on on !*Lh.iIf of themfelves, and had re- 
for\;'d ilu* right of fart!^.er oppofition, in cafe their c^nftitu- 
ents Ihould lb i:Mtru»:l them. It now appeared, thrir con- 
llituents had 10 iuliriK^ed their*, a.d two petitions had, that 
•day, been prefenled. If the pctition.^-s ccuid controvert tiie 
t :s he had ftatod, they onglu to b^ htard ; hut, if the throw- 
in petitions, and dcMlring to be hear! by counfel, was 
• • manamvre to put otr h:< question for another year, 
'oy another year's advantagt* of fuch inhuman 
^ many lives would be loft in the interim be- 
next fellion cf Parliament, it would be a 
at Houfe^ aud no anfwer at all to thofe 
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who not only aflerted very ftrong fa£ls, but fo far from de- 
firing the Houfe to credit their aSertions, declared they were 
ready to bring evidence to the bar to prove the fadls, and tl.at 
they would leave it to the judgement of the Houfe to d cide, 
whether the evidence did not fubftantiate them beyond all 
contradi<Slion* It was ftrange to think, that the gentlemen 
interefted in theflave trade fhould luppofe, that thofeperfons 
whom he m* ant to call as witn^fles in fupport of the fafts he 
bad ftated, were prejudiced people, who having been difap- 
pointed in the trade, now wifliid to ruin it. When the 
Houfe had heard tb^ra, they would be able to decide, whe- 
ther fuch an infinuation was at all ground- d. He had heard 
feveral extraordinary things aflerted in defence of the fubfift- 
ing mcxle of ftowage of the Africans on board of fliip, in 
their pafTage to the Weft Indies. Many had faid, that tlie 
Ihips moft crowded were the moft healthy, and others, that 
the time the negroes pafled on board a fhii>, while tranfport- 
ing from Africa 10 the Colonies, was the happieft part of a 
negro's life. Strange as thefeallertions were, they had been 
gravely urged to him as ferious excufes for the prevailing 
pradtices, although it was undeniable that the negroes were 
in fhackles, and bound hand and foot all the time of tlieir 
piafliige. Sir William affirmed' he had no objedl whatever 
but the caufe of humanity ; he had all along meant to avoid 
any thing like perfonaiity, and he trufted that he had done ib 
tliat day. He had a very great refj e6t for the merchants of 
Liverpool and London. He fliculd be a moft ungrateful 
man, if he did not protefs and feel liberally towards the for- 
mer, fince he had been moft hofpitably enteri ii-ved at Liver- 
pool. Indeed he believed that he had earen more turtle there, 
than he-had ever eaten in thecourfe of his life; but he would 
readily give up their turtle and burgundy, for mock turtle 
and plain port, if they would confenc to forego fome part 
of their profits, for the fake of accommodating the poor ne- 
groes better, while on fhip-board. The merchants of Li- 
verpool, he verily believed, were not aware of the hardftiips 
the natives of Africa fufFered v/hile on board of their jfliips; 
but in order to en..bie them to judge of the plcajantncfs of 
their fituation, he faid, let fome of them take afummcr voy ■ 
age to Africa and the Weft Indies, under fimilar ciicamftan- 
ces ! And, as he underftood there were generally tw>^ houfes 
concerned, let them unitehand to hand, aiul foot to foot, as 
well as unite intereft and purfe, and thus chained to one an- 
. other, let them continue rolIi::g upon the waves during dan- 
gerous ftorms, and perilous gale^, rolling abouc with fl'ackles 
upon them, in their own licknefs and its. confuquences, 
'^uxes, peftilential di: tempers, and the danger of premature. 
j^ath ! After expeiiencino iliofe extraor dinar \ p\ooU o^ ba^-? 
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pinefsy let the Liverpool merchant^ qoine to the bar of the 
Houfe, and fubftantiate their affertions, and he would rea- 
dily give them credit, and fo, no doubt, would the Houfe* 
He again repeated, that he had evidence to prove the fafts 
that he alledged. Gentlemen might throw in their petitions 
by.way of taking advantage of a parliamentary, manoeuvre, 
where bills of an ordinary nature were under con.fideration ; 
but, he muft contend, that it was not fair, when the lives of 
hundreds and thoufands were at ftake. If the oppofers of 
the bill were to be allowed to go into evidence to controvert 
the fads on whidh the bill was founded, he trufted he fliould 
be allowed to bring forward evidence to fubftantiate tI)ofe 
faft.s. To deny this, would be to deny juftice, in like man- 
ner, as if when a criminal was arraigned, a Court of Cri- 
minal Judicature was to declare themfelves ready to liften 
to the prifoner's defence, but unwilling to hear the evidence 
. in proof of the charge. Sir William concluded with decla- 
ring, that he hoped the Houfe would not fuffer any artificial 
or interefted delay. He was ready tomove that the bill 
be read a fecond time on Friday, or Monday, or any other 
early day, fo that he Ihould not be deprived of the oppor- 
tunity of paffing Tt during the courfe of the prefent feffion. 
Martin. Mr, Martin having obferved that when the fubje^ ia 
queftion foJl laft under the confideration of the Houfe, 'h«{ 
had heard a rtoble Lord talk of the calumnies that were caft 
upon thofe concerne4 in the flave trade; added that he could 
not conceive what motive thofe who p^ofefled themfelves 
friends to the prefent bill, and defirous of either wholly 
abolifhing .the flave trade, or putting it under fuch regula- 
tions as were more recbncileable to the principles of hum:\- 
hity, could have to calumniate the merchants of Liverpool 
and London. For his part, he confidered himfelf as under 
many very great obligations to the merchants of this coun- 
try; he had the higheft relpcA for the charadler of a mer- 
chant, and confecjuently he could have no motive for fup- 
porting the prefent Bill like that of a defire to join in ca- 
lumny. Did not gentlemen, who wifhed to put off the 
prefent bill, think that feveral thoufand lives might be faved 
by its being carried ? And if fo, would they perfift in op- 
pofing it? Peculiarly did it behove them to be careful, that 
they attended to the calls of humanity, in that year, becaufe 
It was exaftly a century ago that an unfortunate family had 
been expelled the country for breaking its laws ; but he 
would venture to fay, that the unfortunate family inqueftioa 
did not exert fuch tyranny, as we daily exercifed over our 
flaves and menial fervants. Mr. Martin declared himfelf 
much agitated on the bufmefs, and he hoped gentlemen 
Would refled on the importance of the fubjed. If after the 
* . fafta 
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£ls that had been ftated by the honourable Baronet, any 
^itlemen could refufe to give their confent to the prefent 
11, let them retire to reft " with what appetite they 
light/' 

Lord Pefirhyn obferved that he felt himfelf irrefiftibly LoriPen- 
illed upon to give fome anfwer to what had been fald by ^^^* 
le honourable Baronet and the honourable gentleman below 
ina. They had alked what grounds there cou*d be for 
ppofition to the bill ? For his own part, he could declare 
lat bis conftituents, under the fan6):ion and faith of Parlia- 
lent, had continued for many years to carry on the Afri- 
an trade; that they had every reafon to think it a legal 
rade, and fuch as they might purfue without imputation of 
nhumapity. Such mips as remained, and had not yet 
ailed, were equipped, and ready, and his conftituents thought 
t hard that they fliould be prevented from fending them on 
[heir voyages, when they had committed no crime, and 
becaufe the credulity of fome perfons had been impofed upon. 
Was that no ground for oppofmg the bill } Surely it would 
not be contended that it was not folid ground for objeflion i 
The honourable Baronet had talked a great deal of the pe- 
titions, and had ftated many ftrong fads againft the peti- 
tioners. After whit had been faid, might riot the peti- 
tioners have a wifh to clear themfelves ; and was not that a 
reafonable wi(h ? The honourable Baronet doubted whether 
they would come to the bar. Did he think they would not 
have their charadlers cleared? Moft undoubtedly they would. 
The honourable Baronet had urged the great and urgent 
fteceffity of pailing his bill in the prefent feffion. What effect 
could it produce ? The greateft part of the fliips employed 
in the AJfrican trade were already failed ; it could not there- 
fore have any operation upon them; and thofe captainjs, who 
Here yet to fail, after what had pafled in that Houfe, would 
|)e cautious in what they did from principles of prudence, 
if they were not influenced by motives ofpiire humanity. 
With regard to the queftion of the honourable gentleman 
near him, as to the motives that perfons might have for dif- 
perfing calumnies, what inducements any perfons might 
nave to difperfe calumny, he knew not, but he was certain 
the merchants of Liverpool had been grofsly calumniated. 
The honourable Baronet himfelf, even wlien he was avow- 
ing his dedre to avoid any thing like calumny, had been ad-^ 
ping to the calumnies already afloat, as he had no doubt that 
,When the petitioners came to bring their evidence, they 
f Would prove the honourable Baronet's alleged fafts to be 
i|Dere calumnies, and that the allegations contained in the 
ipumberlefs petitions which had been put upon their X^fcYe^ 
jrpuld be found to be calumnies, likewife. HlsLotdftu^ 
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faitl, he would not go then into any obfervation upon the 
mnnner in which thole petitions had been obtained, as the 
queflron to which they referred was not then before the 
Houfe, but the petitioners confidered the bill as an attack 
upon them, which was not jultified by either faiSl or necef- 
fity. it fingled them out from every other defcription of 
merchants, and therefore feeling it to be as unwarrantable, 
as it was ill timed, they were determined to dii'pute its prin- 
ciple throughout. 
Mr. Chan- Mr. Cliancellor PJtt ohferved that he did not, in confe- 
cieJiari*ut quence of any remark which the noble l.ord had advaoced 
know that there was an intention to oppofe the queftion of 
reading the bill a iecond time upon the enfuing Friday: but, 
if there was, he would mention tlie caufe of his not joining 
in any fuch oppofition. The noble Lord had faid, the peti- 
tioners were determined to difpute the principle of the bill 
throughout. He would take upon him to alfert, that the 
petitioners could not, and that no man could difpute the' 
principle of the bill; for, What was the principle, but an ' 
endeavour to prevent a certain number of j^erfons, fent on 
board of fhips from Africa to the Weft Indies, from being 
kept and treated during their paffjige, fo as to be reduced to 
a great probability of mortality ? Could any man difpute 
fuch a principle? The jietitioners might difpute the fadls 
on which the bill was protefledly founded, and queftion 
whether they axifted at al! ; or if the fails were admitted or 
proved, tliey might difpute the htnfs and propriety of the 
regulations contained in the hill ; but no man could f^y> 
that if the fafts aftually exifted, it was not a right princi- 
ple of a bill, to profefs to meet tliofe fa6ts with adequate 
regulations. For his own part, Mr. Cliancellor Pitt faid, 
he fhould not agree to any regulation which the bill might 
contain, which oppofed indire6Hy the trade itl'elf, when the 
general queftion, of its abolition, was not before the Houfe. 
With regard to the prefent bill, its obje6\ was fuch as he 
muft agree to, and fuch as the Houfe were bound to take 
up; becaufe, having refolved to fufpenJ the confideration of 
the general queftion till the next fefTion, it became their 
duty to provide againft the poftibility of any abufearifing in 
confequence of their fufpenfion ; and altliough the noble 
Lord had talked of the fafety which would refult from the 
prudence of thofe concerned in the flave trade, in confe- 
quence of what had pafled within thofe walls upon the fub- 
jevSl:, it did not become them as a Houfe of Parliament to' 
repofe themfelves on the probable prudence of individuals, 
in a cafe of importance vfhere they might in time provide 
an efFefkual fecurity, by a legiflative adl. He did not knov^ 
that any ci the abufes that had been ftated exifted, but ha 

faW 



A. 1788. DEBATES. 51 

faw a poffibility of thofe abufes or fome other arifing out 
of their late rtrlblution; and, i'urely, the petitioners huJ no 
right to obje£l againft a bill calculated to prevent the growth 
of I'uch abates. He wiihed, therefore, that the moUon IliJ 
b.eii for th.e petitioners not to be heard againft thPfccond 
reading, but in a Committee, where" the facls which they 
miglit reaibnably queltion, or the propriety of xhe regula- 
tions could alone be gone into. In his mind, the bell mode 
which Parliament could adopt, would be to k'='ep the lubj'^^b 
entire till the mxt icuion, a;id, therefore, he ih'nild ailh 
to make as little alteration in any part ot the conduct of the 
trade as poffible ; but it, upon inquiry, it was proved, and 
which, for ought he knew, would be proved, thai it was 
carried on in a manner free fro n abufe. merely to take care 
to fecure tliat it fliould ib continue to be carried on, till 
next feffion, when the Houl'e iiood pledged to go fully into 
the confideration of every part of it. At prefent, he could 
not fee any ground of objection to the fecond reading, and, 
therefore, he hoped, however ftrongly fome gentlemen might 
feel refpefiing the facts which had been alledged as tlie 
grounds of the bill, that there would be no difference of opini- 
on as to the fecond reading of the bill '.m the enfu ng IViday. 
Lord Penrhyn charged the riglit honourable geiulemnn with 
afluming the fafts allec'^cd, which he deemed unfair. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwere<l that whatever the nohle ^'\' ^^^'• 
Lord might think, tiie Moae furely would not Conclude ^^"^ '^*^ '"^ 
that he aflumed thar the prefent ftate of tlie trade produced 
thofe inconveniences which the bill propofed to prevent* 
He had exprefsly ilated, that admitting tbat the tr:ido was 
at prefent carried on without abufe, he wiftied the Houfe 
to provide a fecurity, that it fliould continue to be purfued 
io the fame unexcepliouable manner* 

Mr. Fox obferved that he could not reflect without con- Mv.Foi:. 
cern upon the fpecies of oppofition which had arifen againft 
the prefent bW* With regard to the principle of the 
•bill, undoubtedly, the noble l.ord had riot been quite ac- 
curate, when he faid that the petitioners would difpute 
the principle thoughout; but from what he knew of his 
noble friend's mind, he was fure his noble friend did not 
■mean to opfofc the principle of the bill, in the accurate 
fenfe of the word principle, but to difpute the truth of the 
fsL&s alledged as the reafons arid grounds of the bill. I'hat 
-being, he was perfuaded, his noble friend's opinion, he won- 
'dered he fliould make that a reafon for oppofing the bill 
upon the fecond reading. Sach a bilJ as that, Mr. Fox faid, 
was not to be anfwercd by hi^h founding words, and by 
i laying, thefe abufes that are ftated to prevail, and have pre- 
■ vailed for /ome tiaie, are calumnies. Out-do'jc covwe^^^^- 
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tion, and out-door reports, might be called calumnies ; but 
no mail could call thofe calumnies, which were fadts dated 
by a Member of that Houfe, in his place, who had exprefsly 
AeclsLXfi, he did not wifh the Houfe to credit him on his 
aflertion, but that he was ready to call witneflW to thebar, 
to prove every fadl: which he had ftated. That being the 
cafe, he, for one, did aflume the fafls, and it would be ex- 
tremely unjuft to the petitioners, were he not to makefuch 
aflumption. He did not think thera was a man in that * 
Houfe, who wiflied an oppofition to the bill, if the fa&s 
ftated by the honourable Baronet were true, and therefore 
the petitioners fliould havefaid, what? Not that we meant 
todifpute the principle of the bill, but we defire to come to 
the bar of your Houfe to difprove thofe fafts ; and, a^ the 
right honourable gentleman had truly obferved, the time to 
do that was when the bill fhould be in a Committee, ind 
not upon the fccond reading. He could not, therefore, 
avpid obferving that the mode of application which the peti- 
tioners had adopted to oppofe the bill, was fomewhat fuf- 
picious, and looked like a defire to delay and poftpone the 
pafling of the bill, rather under the hope, in confequence 
of the advanced period of the fefSon, and other circum- 
ftances, to get it thrown out, than from any confidtnce in 
their being able to prove, that the alledged abufes did not 
cxift. The bill might undoubtedly be a bad bill ; the foiSts 
on which it was grounded might be falfe; the regulations 
and provifions of the bill might be unwife, and unfit to be 
adopted ; either might be wrong or right, but the bill ought 
not to be poftponed. It was not a meafure on the African 
trade in general, but a meafure of a feparate and diftin£l 
nature, which that Houfe, having refolved to fufpend the 
confideration of the whole of the general queftion, were 
bound to adopt, if, upon examination before the Committee^ 
it could be made applicable to its objeft. The right honour- 
able Mr. Pitt, Mr. Fox faid, had anticipaftd a good deal 
of what had fuggefted itfelf to his mind, and doubtlefs to the 
mind of every gentleman in the houfe, when he remarked 
. that however much inclined they might be to believe that 
the perfons employed in the branch of the African trade then 
in quellion, would not, after what had paffed" within thofe 
walls, venture to countenance or praftife abufes refpeSiog 
the treatment of the negroes from Africa to America, they 
ought not to repofe themfelves on the prudence of indivi- 
duals in axafe of importance, but apply a proper legiflative 
fecurity as a guard againft the poffibility of abufe. Mr. Fox 
aflced, if every gentleman did not fee, that there would be 
great enterprifes and fpeculations in any trade, liable to a 
lci» odious conflruflion than the Have trade, if, from any 

proceeding 
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proceeding of that Houfe, fufpending the difcuffion of it, 
there was an apparent probability that the trade, whatever it 
might be, would be either aboliined, or fo regulated during 
the courfe of the enfuing feflion as to be effectually altered. 
That being the cafe with the African trade, it was, as the 
right honourable gentleman had ftatcrd it, the undoubted 
duty of that Houfe to take care, if no abufe prevailed in the 
condud of the trade at prefent, that no abufe fhould prevail 
in it for the enfuing fix months, and even that, if any abufe 
did prevail, greater and additional abufes fliould not be prac- 
tifed. He thought that the fair way for thofe gentleman 
who conceived that the fadls ftated were not true, would 
be to fay, " Bring forth your fadls, that I may fee what 
** thofe fafts are, and perhaps 1 fliall prove that you have 
** been mifled, when you thought yourfelf well informed.'* 
— 1 hat would be proper. 1 he honourable Baronet had 
afierted fa6\$, which might or might not be true; but his 
noble friend had faid, they are not true; but he did not fay, 
** Let us go into them, but let us not oppofe tha fecond 
<* reading of the bill." Mr. Fox animadverted on this line 
of condudl, as greatly againft the petitioners, and faid he 
wiflied the petitioners to be heard before their Committee, 
where they might bring forward their evidence with effe^ft. 
He wiflied that to take place as foon as poffible, confiftently 
with the forms of the Houfe. He had heard a great many 
fafls of a fimilar nature with thofe flawed by the honourable: 
Baronet; but he trufted, and did moft fincercly hope, that 
upon examination, they would be found to be extremely 
exaggerated. He hoped and believed fo. In the firft place, 
he eHtertained the prefumption, that mankind, who cer- 
tainly were not naturally cruel, would not be cruel \Vhcre 
there could be no end ; and, in the next, he could not con- 
ceive that the fa6ts alledged were true to the extreme extent 
that was alledged. — If any thing could convince him of the 
badnefs of the caufe of thofe concerned in the flavc trade, It 
was the fort of arguments that were reforted to for its d^i- 
fence. The honourable Baronet had ftated fome of the!e, 
and he had heard a variety of others of a fimilar nature; 
not only the fituation of the negroes on their pafl'^ige had 
, been extolled as a happy fituation, hut it had been confi- 
dently afferted, that in' the Weft Indies they were happier 
and better treated than the common fubjedls of this country. 
Such a mode of reafoning led him to fufpeft that th- caufe 
would not warrant better arguments, aiid thence he natu- 
rally inferred, that the caufe itfelf was almoft indefenfihle. 
There was another fort of argument which he muft depre- 
cate, and this was, what his nohli friend held forth, that 
the prefent bill was an attack on the merch?.\:t^ o^Lwtv 
Vol, XXIV. F jQoV 
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pool. If that fpecies of reafoning were .-Jlowed, there would 
be an end of every poflibility of reform, let the abufe to be 
regulated prove ever fo enormous and flagrant. In the pre- 
.fcnt inflance no fuch attack was meant, nor was there any 
thing perlbnal mixed with the confideration of the bill, the 
objedl of which was not pall animadverfion, but future regu- 
lation. Its objeS was the meafure, and not the ipen con- 
nefled with it. 
Sir William Sir TVilUam Dolben declared that he always meant to at- 
Doibcu. ^gj^j ^Q ^j^g diftinc'ion between the feverity attendant to tbe^ 

ftowage of the negroes, and their neceflary fecurity. 
M. Gaf- Mr. Gafcoyne obferved that when the fubjedl was firft agir 

Coyne. tated in that Houfe, he had entertained but two wilhes ref- 
pedling it ; his firft wifh had been, that the fubje£k might 
undergo a full, fair, and temperate difcuffion, and, as he was 
perfuaded, there would not be time for the Houfe to obtain 
fuflBcient information in the courfe of the prefent feflion, 
for that purpofe, he had clofed with the right honourable 
gentleman's proportion to port pone its confideration till the 
enfuing feffion. His fecond wifli had been, that the quef- 
tion might be referved entire, and not prematurely broken 
in upon. Since, however, he found it to be the wifh of 
the Houfe to inquire into that part of the funjeft, which 
referred to the treatment of the Africans during their paf- 
fage from their own coafts to the Weft Indies, he was wil- 
ling to meet gentlemen on that inveftigation The honour- 
able Baronet had afferted, that a variety of abufes exifted in 
the treatment of the negroes on fhip-board, but he was 
informed that no fuch abufes exifted. On that qUeftion, 
therefore, the honourable Baronet and his conftituents were 
fairly at iflue With regard to the hearing counfel againft 
the bill, he had, within a few minutes, converfed with gen- 
tlemen moft materially interefted in the bill, and they had 
exprefled themfelves willing to take the Committee for the 
ftage of being heard, inftead of the fecond reading of the 
bill ; but he did not think the gentlemen could prepare their 
counfel before the enfuing Monday at the earlieft, and the 
Houfe would be pleafed to make the neceflary allowances 
due to the confideration of the gentlemen having fo ihort a 
notice, 
Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved, after what had fallen from 
cciior Pitt, thehonourable gentleman, there could be but little difficulty in 
adjufting the bufinefs. The order for Counfel to be heard 
on the fecond reading, on the enfuing Friday, having been 
made, it could not then be difcharged, but it might be raid 
on Friday, difch^rgt^d, and a new orcj^r made for them to be 
heard either on Monday, in the Committee, or on the re- 
port, which ever might be moft convenient to them. 

Mr. 
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'MuFox prefamed, that if they brouglit evidence againft the Mr. Fox. 
fa6ls, the honourable Baronet Would be allowed to bring evi- 
dence ill fupport of the fafts, alledged as the grounds of the bill. 

Mr Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that he believed it was not Mr. Chir 
ufual to bring evidence in fupport of the fadlson which a bill ^'^^^^ ^i*' 
was grounded, unlefs there was fome oppofition to thofe 
fadls, and in fuch a cafe, witnefles might be called to fubftan- 
tiate the fafts. 

At length it was fettled, that the bill fliould be read a fe- 
cond time on the morrow, and committed for Monday. 

Sir John Alillcr faid, he held in his hands the papers which Sir John 
had been 'aid upon the table relative to the money expended by M»^"^>"- 
Sir William Chambers at Somerfet Place : that they were fo 
voluminous, and intricate, that no gentleman could make him- 
felf amafter of them, unlefs he came to the Houfe early in the 
morjiing and ftudied them all day : he thcjrefore moved, " That 
** they be printed for the ufe of the Members of the Houfe.** 

Mr. Dundas obferved, that he was not prefcnt, when the ^^'' ^^^' 
converfation had taken place on the fubjedl of the new build- 
ings erefling by Sir William Chambers at Somerfet Place, but 
he had been informed, that the honourable Baronet had de- 
clared, that he had gone to Somerfet Place, had been with 
Mrs. Brown, the houfekeeper, who h:id told him that a houfe 
called the Navy Pay Office,, was furnifliing at the public ex- 
pence, and that the Treafurer of the Nayy had a fine houfe 
building, which was alfo to be fumptuoufly furiflied at the 
public expence. Mr. Dundas enlarged on thefe particulars, 
and declared that they were wholly unfounded. — He raifed a 
laugh by ftating, that .Mrs. Brown was as old a piece of fur • 
niture as any in the place, and by his manner of defcribing 
the interviews between Sir John and the Lady. With re- 
gard to the houfe for the Treafurer of the Navy, Mr. Dun- 
das faid, he had nothing to do with it. It had been ordered 
to be erefled before he was Treafurer of the Navy ; it was 
not yet inhabited, and polfibly he might not be Treafurer of 
the Navy, when it fhould be inhabited. He concluded with 
defiring, that, in future, the honourable Baronet would 
plainly iflate any thing that he might have to fay refpedling 
him, when he mould be prefent. 

Sir yohfi Miller faid, as the right honourable gentleman Sn- John 
tras nor prefent when the converfation took plac , he might filler. 
have heard what he pleafed. The fa6t was, he had not laid 
one word relative to the Treafurer of the Navy's Houfe. Sir 
John faid, he had been at Sotnerfet Place, and had feen the 
houfekeeper's room, where he faw prefles and other furniture, 
that had been put up, as he underftood, at the public expence, 
but he Tieither knew nor faid any thing improper or that war- 
granted him to fay, that all the furniture of Sometfex. '^V^ct 

F 2, ^^-^ 
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Mr. Dun- 
das. 



was at the public expence. With regard to the right ho- 
nourable gentleman's defire that he would fpeak plainly^ 
he always had, and always would do fo. He knew no- 
thing againft the right honourable gentleman, nor did he 
affeft to know; but the right honourable gentleman might 
reft affured, that if he fhould ever hear any thing that he 
Ihould be of opinion the Public ought to know, the right ho- 
nourable gentleman fliould not find him fkulk or flinch 
from the lubjeft. He would flate it to his face, without being 
in the fmalleft degree afraid to ftate it to its utmoft extent. 

Mr. Dundas faid, the fa6t which the honourable gentle- 
man had ftated, viz. that the furniture of Mrs. Brown's room 
was put up at the public expence, was not true. He had 
fent for Mr. Seddon, who was employed undei* Sir William 
Chambers to fupply the neceflfary articles of furniture for the 
offices, and Mr. Seddon had expreffly told him, that he had 
no bill upon the Public for the articles in Mrs. Brown's room, 
but Mrs. Brown herfelf was to pay for them. 

Sir Ed'-Ji'ard JJlley obferved, that if the furniture of fhc 
houfekeeper's room had been provided at the public expence, 
he faw no harm in fuch a procedure. He had always under- 
ftood it to be cuftomary, and it ought to be fo, where the 
inhabitant was liable to be difcharged and fent away, when- 
ever her fuperiors thought proper. 

Sir John Miller explained, that what he had faid relative to 
the furniture of Mrs. Brown's room, had been drawn from 
him in confequence of a contradiftion given him in the 
courfe of the debate. 

Mr.Chancellor Pitt obferved upon this, that the honourable 
Baronet having been contradi6led, had given a falfe inftance 
to fupport liis aflertion. 

Sir John 7W/V/^r declared, he never was in any other room 
at Some.rfet Place but that of Mrs. Brown, whom he had long 
known, and that he had no other ground for what he had af- 
ferted, that what he had feen in that room, and the belief 
whicli what he had ther? feen, had fuggeftcd. 
Mr.IIufTey.. Mr. Hi^iy obferved, that ha had been the perfon who 
flarted the doubt refpedling the furniture of Soraerfet Place, 
and had oppofed its beinc; charged to the Public. He was 
glad now to learn, that it was not to be fo charged. He had 
uniformly, for many years, anc} under different Adminiftra- 
tions, oppofed the building of Somerfet Place. It had pro- 
ceeded fo far, that it muft now be finiOied; and he believed 
the Public wi/lied it finiflied ; but it was, neverthelefs, necef- 
fary that the Houfe fhould know that the monev voted and 
ifTued towards it was rigidly and fcrupuloufly applied. 
ATr. Mar- 'is/lv. Mai tyn obferved, that he had never been withinfide 
of the building, but had found great difficulty in getting a 
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fight of the ontfide of it ; and he thought I he Public had an 
undoubted right to fee, what had coft them fo much money. 
The papers were ordered to be printed. 
The order of the day for the fecond reading of the New- 
foundland fifliery bill having been read, and the bill having 
been read a fecond time, 

Mr. Hopkins ftated fome doubs entertained by his confti- Mr. Hoj- 
tuents, touching the probable operation of the bill, and the '^"^*- 
exercife of the powers granted to his Majefty in Council by 
its authority ; refpeSing the cod fifliery in the one inftance, 
and the feal fifliery in the other; and for believing that fucli 
doubts were not quite founded, he afligned his reafons. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved that the honourable gentle- ^[j'^^^^" 
man appeared to have anfwefed his own doubts, but he would 
confirm the reafons afligned by the honourable gentleman why 
they were not founded. Mr. Pitt then repeated fuch parts of 
his ftatemenr, when he opened the purport and objedls of the 
bill, previous to his moving for leave to bring it in, as amounted 
to a proof, that there was no ground whatever for the fears 
entertained by the gentlemen alluded to by Mr. Hopkins, 

Mr. Edmund Baftard member for Dartmouth, ^^prefl^d j^^j^^j^"^ 
his wifties that the bill had been introduced at an earlier part 
of the fefTion, that it might have been more fully difcuflTed and 
underftood. His conftituents did not mean to oppofe it, but 
they had their fears that powers might be given under it, by 
his Majefty in Council, to the Governor of Newfoundland, 
which might be ahufed, to the great prejudice of the Britifli 
fiftiers. Mr. Baftard went into a detail of the nature of the 
fiflieries at Newfoundland, explaingingthecuftoms that pre- 
vailed there as to the rights of fettling for the feafon, adopted 
under the article of the treaty of Utrecht, and fince the laft 
peace, under the 5th article of the definitive treaty, and the 
article on the fame fuhjeft in the declaration figned and ex- 
changed between the Duke of Manchefter and the Count de 
Vergennes. He faid that fo far from molefting the French 
fiftiermen, they frequently molefted our filhers, and by force 
difpofleffed them of fettlements, which, according to the 
ufage of the fifliery, they were fairly poflcfled of, in the right 
cf earlieft landing and eredling. He called the attention of the 
Houfe to the different periods, of the different fiflieries for cod 
on the banks and at fea, for falmon in the rivers and brooks, 
and for feal, ftating at the fame time, the nature of the fur trade, 
and alfo of the fifliery carried on upon the coaft of Labradore, 
Hich would, he faid, be knocked up, if thofe concerned in it 
could not return to Newfoundland to complete their cargoes. 
He fpoke alfo of the growing whale fifliery, and its capability 
of great improvement; and concluded with repeating the 
grounds of the anxiety felt by his conftitueuts, \eOL vV^^ V^xW 
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fhould very materially afFefl the trade of the c6untry, declaring 
at the fame time, that his conftituents had neverthelefs great 
confidence in the care and prudence of his Majefty's Miniiters. 
Sir Grey Sir Grey Cooper renewed his objeftion to paiSng a bill of the 

^^^ nature with that before them, without having papers on thfei^ 
table to prove its neceffity. Sir Grey fpoke of the memorials, 
reprefentations, &c, which, doubtlefs, muft have bden made 
to the Secretary of State by the French minifter on the fub- 
jedl; and faid, he hoped the right honourable gentlemaii 
would lay them before the Committee, as he had not doneit 
in the paft ftages of the bill, declaring that it was altogether 
without precedent to call upon the Houfe to pafs any bill of 
the fort, without their having authentic documents before 
thism to ground it upon. 
Mr. Chan- Mr, Chancel! ur P/>f anfwered that he never would refuft 
cdlor Pitt, tfj^ Houfe any necejfary information refpedling that and every 
other important bill introduced by him, but he faw no neceffity 
in the cafe before them for the papers alluded to. The Houfe 
had the definitive treaty on their table, and that was the 
ground of the bill, which had for its objeft the enabling his 
Majefty more eftecSlually to carry into execution the 5th ar- 
ticle of that treaty, as explained in the declaration, which 
Was p.lfo before them. With regard to the wi/h of the 
honourable gentleman, who had fpoken laft, that the bill had 
been introduced earlier in the feflion, that rnore time might be 
given for the bill to be difcuffed and underftopd, he declar- 
ed, that his Majefty's Minifters had taken care to give the 
honourable gentleman's conftituents full information refpeft- 
ing the bill, previous to its having been introduced into that 
Houfe; and he affured the honourable gentleman that they 
fliould have full opportunity offered them for ftatingany oh- 
jeftion in the Commjttee, 

The bill was committed for the enfuing Mondiy, 

The order of the day having been read for the Houfe to go 
into a Committee upon Mr. Grenville's bill, for the better 
regulation of the trials of controverted eledlions, the Speaker 
left the chair, and Mr. Smith took his feat at the table. 

The Committee then refumed their confideration of the 
claufes, where they had left ofFon Monday, and went through 
the remaining claufes ; the bill was ordered to be reported oq 
the morrow. 

The Koufe adjourned. 

Friday^ 30/A Afay^. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox obferved that, as a particular account of the difr 
tributions of the fums expended, in confequence of the trial 
of Warren Haftings, Efquire, had been before the Houfe 
during the fpace of fome days, he wiflied to know when the 

hoaourable 



A. 1788. DEBATES. 3c 

honourable gentleman who moved for the account, and faid, 
he had doubts relative to a part of the general beads Itated in 
the account, meant either to bring forward the faid doubts, or 
declare whether they ilill left upon his mind the fame impreffion. 

Mr. Surges anfwcred, that in his humble opinion, he had Mr Biu-'^es, 
fufficiently done his duty in calling for the papers. They were 
now before the Houfe, and an opportunity was open to every 
gentleman to form his fentiments upon the fubjedl. What 
his doubts were, he imagined, mull fuggeft themfelves to 
every gentleman who read the accounts, and therefcre he left 
to peiions, who had more weight and authority in that Houfe 
than he had, to take^the matter up; but if no other perfon 
fiiould, and tlie Houfe fhould call upon him to bring the fub- 
je£l forward, he was perfedly ready to obey their commands. 

Mr. Shcrulan obferved, that the fort of way, in which the j^^ r:j,«rj. 
matter had been treated, was a little extraordinary. The dan. 
honourable gentleman, if his recoileiSion did not greatly 
deceive him, had, on a former day, fai<l, that he had his 
doubts upon one of the heads of the general account, but that 
he could not fay whether tlioiV dov? t^' \\\:\: well founded or 
not, before he faw a moxv ■^.iJt:cLi!:>^ iratfrn'-nt tn" t'le items 
of the accouTUs; that particular Itaicment h;:;) iv-w h?(.\\ pre- 
fented fome days, and the honourable gentleman had j ..k vle- 
clarcd, lie ftill entertained his doubts, but that he left it to 
other gentlemen to move the difcufTion, Mr. Sheridan 
added, that he wiflied the honourable gentleman would either 
aO upon his doubts, or get fome other gentleman to take hi$ 
doubts up for him, and adl upon them. From what had al- 
ready pafled in that Houfe upon the fubjefl, the matter 
ought not to drop without a fiirther inveiligation, 

Mr. 5«r^r5 anfwered, that if the Houfe thought that itMr.Burgci 
was now more peculiarly his province to bring the fubjeft 
forward, he had not the fmallcil objection to take the talk 
upon him, and in that cafe, he believed the proper way would 
be cither to move *^ that the papers be referred to a Com- 
** mittee of the whole Houfe ;" or to give notice of a day on 
lyhich he would ftate his fentiments upon their contents. 

'Mr. Chancellor Pitt recommending the latter mode, Mr. 
Burges gave notice for the enfuing Friday. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt called upon Mr. Sheridan to know, Mr, Chan 
\ehen the honourable gentleman meant to brir^r forward his cdlor Pitt, 
proraifed difculEon of the operation and cfFeC' of the com- 
mutation a£l ? 

Mr. Sheridan anfwered that from the right honourable jvrr.slKri- 
gentleman's prefling fo much to know when re would bring Jan. 
forward the difcuffion of the commutation a6l^, he was per- 
fuaded that the right honourable gentleman entertained ftrong 
h-jpes, that he would not be able to introduce the inv':ft'\^^- 
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tion oF it during the courfe of the prefent feiiioil. i tit 
right honourable gentleman, however, ought to recoUeft, 
that there were gentlemen in that Houfe who had no incon- 
fiderable fhare of important duty to difcharge elfewhere^ It 
was well known that he had been employed for fome time 
part in managing the prolecution of a charge of at leaftyii« 
magnitude in Weftminfter Hall. It was not very fair, there- 
fore, pending fuch a bufinefs, to call upon him to fay, when 
he would bring forward the difcuffion of a very different fub- 
jedl in that Houi'e, This he could aflure the right honoura« 
ble gentleman, that as ibon as he had fummed up the charge 
he had been managing, he would, if the Houfe was likely to 
fit long enough, give notice the very next day, that at the 
diftance of two or three days only, he would bring forward 
the clifcufEon of the cftedls of the commutation aft. 
fr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt declared himfelf perfe6lly fatisfied. 
elior Pitt. Sir jf^hn Miller obferved that as the Houfe had agreed to 
/J?*"* poftpone the confideration of the flave trade till the next 
^ **' feffion, he thought fome ground ought in the interim to be 
laid by way of preparative for the difcuffion of the fubjeft. 
He had not (Sir John faid) made up his mind upon the quef* 
tion, as to the abolition of the flave trade altogether; but 
as a preparative lor the confideration of the whole of the 
fubjeft early in the next feffion, he begged leave to move, 

*^ That an humble Addrefs be prefented to his Majefty, 
*' that he will be gracioufly pleafed to diredl, that there be 
*' prepared, in order to be laid before this Houfe on the next 
" feffion of parliament. Copies of all Adls of Aflembly 
** paflTed in the feveral Britifli Colonies, and now in force 
** therein, for the government of their Haves.** 
The motion was agreed to. 

Sir John likewife made another Motion of a very copious 
;ind comprehenfive nature, including accounts of all in- 
jbiidlions fent over to the Governors of the Weft India 
iflands, touching the regulation and management of their 
Haves, copies of all correfpondence between the Secretaries 
of State and the Society for propagating the Gofpel in fo- 
reign parts, and any other perfons, or perfon, &c. &c.; 
\vliich motion was negatived. 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee to take 

his Majefly's meflage relative to a penfion of loool. a year 

to the Duke of St. Alban's into confideration, 

'r cr^an- Mr. Chancellor Pitt moved a relolution, that the Chair- 

;Hor Put n^3^ move the Houfe for leave to bring in a bill for the 

fame*. 
ir Huf- Mr. Hi{/py tiikeiy whether the penfion moved for was an 
'^'' extt^n-^mn of the penfion lift, or only a fubftitution of the 

penfion fcrmcrlv paid to preceding Dukes of St. Albans ? 

Mr* 
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Mr. Chancellor Pitt explained, that in lieu of a claim Mr. Chr^n- 
Upon certain dulit-s on logvvond, a iienfion of iTOOl. j^r '''*'°' *'*'^" 
annum had been granted in 1704, to the j)uke of St Al- 
ban^s then exifting; that the laid penlion had been fi'ice 
granted to his Cj race's fucceiTors ; that it had ceafed to be 
paid Cnce the year 1786, the lail Duke of St. Alhan's not 
having made a claim of it. U hat as Mr. JJurke's bill re- 
flrained the Crown from granting penfions in any one year 
to a larger amount altogether than iix hundred p')und9 a 
year, without the confent of Parliament, until the am-^unt of 
the PenfionLift lliould be reduced down to ninety-five tiiou- 
fand pounds a year; and as the Penfion Lill was not reduced 
to that fura, although it was reduced every year upon the 
average nearly eight or ten thoufand pounds a year, by Pen- 
fions falling in, it was neceflary to apply to Parliament on the 
prefent occafion. 

Mr. Hujfey, not clearly comprehending Mr. Chancellor Mr. Hudcr. 
Pitt, he reworded his queftion, which iVir, Role anfwersd. 

The Refolution was agreed to. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday y 2d June, 

The Petition of Lord Newburgh having been referred to 
a Committee of the whole Houfe, 

Sir Herbert Afackivorth obferved, that the fubjefl was fo si.- Herbert 
well known to the Houfe, that he need not trouble tlie Com- Mackworth 
mittee with any difcuffion of it, but would merely move, 
" That the Houfe be moved for leave to bring in a bill to 
** allow Lord Newburgh 2500I. a year out of the rents and 
** profits of the Derwentwater eftate, fituatcd in Cumber- 
'' *' land, Northumberland, and part of Scotland." 
i^ Mr. Fox reminded the Committee, that it was four or five Mr. For.. 
L years fince Parliament had interpofed its authority in favour 
[ of feveral families, whofe ellates had lieen forfeited in confe- 
J qoence of their anceftors having joined in the rebellion ; that 
he had at the time, endeavoured to call their attention to the 
cafe of Lord Newburgh, which was certainly extremely 
hard, and which he had then obferved, defeived the atten- 
tion of the Houfe as much as that of any other family, how- 
ever refpaSable. As the fum now propofed to be given to 
Lord Newburgh, by way of annuity, was extremely mode- 
rate, he thought the leaft that could be done, would be to 
^ pot his Lordlhip on the fame footing in point of time of the 
annuity's commencement, with thofe families who h::d re- 
ceived back their eftates, and therefore he trufted t\\;3iX xXvexci 
Could be no reafonabJe chje£\\on to making \he provofevJi VvW 
^Tofpe6}Ive, and let the annuity commence four or five ^e;vt^ 

. Vnr. ICYTV io/ 
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back, whatever the period was, when the forfeited eftates, to 
which he alluded, had been reftored. 
Mr. Rofc. Mr. Rofe wiflied the motion had been made when Mr» 
Chancellor Pitt was prefent, and obferved, that the motion 
dated the fum fpecifically to commence from the prefent 
time. 
Sir Herbert Sir Herbert Afackzvorth remarked, that he meant to have 
Mack worth |gf^ ^ blank for the fum to be paid Lord New burgh ; but 
having been informed, that it muft be ftated in the motion 
offered to the Committee, he had inferted it. 
Sir James Sir James Johnjlone reprobated the fevere cuflom of with- 
Johnftonc. folding the property of any family, on account of the con- 
du<9: of their anceftors in a caufe with which they had no 
concern. The Pretender was now dead, and all fear of the 
renewal of any queftion on the fubje£l of a right to the 
Crown at an end. Surely then, it (hould not be faid, that 
men's eftates were withholden from them as a punifhment for 
their adherence to their religious principles. 

Mr, Chancellor Pitt having taken his feat, Mr. Fox 
reflated his former argument, and urged the juftice of 
Lord Newburgh's claim to have four years arrears paid him, 
upon whatever (hould be the fum the Houfe was willing to 
allow him out of the rents and profits of the eftates of }iis 
anceftors. 
Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Tltt anfwered^ that no gentleman could 
Gtllor Pitt, j^ more inclined than he was, to go as far as poffible for the 
advantage of the noble Lord in queftion, confidering his cafe 
as an extremely hard one. He thought they might fairly fix 
the commencement of the annuity at a period fomewhat 
earlier than the prefent; but that three or four years arrears 
appeared to him to amount to too large a fum to levy on a 
public charity; and as he underftood the motion muft. fpeci- 
fically ftate, not merely the fum to be allowed, but the whole 
df that fum, he wifhed the honourable Baronet to withdraw 
it for the prefent, and make it on the morrow, in order to al- 
low time for confideration. 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 
The Order of the Day having been read for the Houfe to 
refolve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe on the 
bill to remedy certain inconveniences that might prevail in 
the mode ot tranfporting Africans from the Coaft of Africa 
to the Weft India Iflands, 
Lord Pen- Lord Penrhyn wifhed to know what was the intention of 
»^J^y"* the patrons of the bill ; whether in the evidence they meant 

to adduce, they meant to confine themfelves to the iraroe- 
J/ate oiSjeQ. of the bill, or whether they defigned to go into 
the general fpirit of the flave trride al Uy^^ ? 
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Sir fVilllam Dilben faid, he had all along expreffly ftated, Sir WiUian 
that he meant to confine himfelf ftriftly to the fingle circum- ^^^^^^* 
fiance of the mode of tranfporting the natives of Africa to 
the Weft Indies. 

The queilion being put, " That the Speaker do leave the 
chair,* Mr. Whitbread took his feat at the table, ^nd coun- 
fel were called to the bar. 

Mr. Piggott opened as counfel againft the hrill, and began 
with flating himfelf to be under a confidcrable difficulty in 
refpeft to the fort of cafe that he ought to lay before the 
Committee, in confequence of the patrons of the bill not 
having previoufly ftated the evidence they meant to call in 
fupport of it. Mr. Piggott defired to be inftrufled by the 
Committee whether he fliould proceed to prove, that if the 
number of negroes to be {hipped were to be governed by the 
tonnage of each veflel, and that only one was to be allowed 
to each ton, the trade would be impraflicable; or whether 
he was to make out a cafe of another kind, and to prove a ne- 
gative, by (hewing from evidence, that the inconveniences 
which had been talked of did not exifl:» 

Mr» Fox obferved, that, in his opinion, the counfel againft Mr. Fox. 
the bill had their option of one or two modes of proceeding, 
by adopting either of which they might equally promote the 
intereft of their clients ; they might cither prove to the Com- 
mittee, that any reduftion of the number of Africans now 
pot on board each veflel, would go the length of ruining the 
flave trade altogether, or they might, by evidence, inftruft 
the Committee how to fill up the blanks of the bill, by (hew- 
ing what was the number of Africans that they might be li- 
mited to, without putting thofe who were concerned in the 
trade in any danger of being material fufierers by the regu- 
lation ; or if the counfel thought it was for the benefit of 
their clients, (though he could not avoid embracing a very 
different opinion) they might wave all oppofition to the bill 
then, and after letting the Committee fill up the blanks, op- 
pofe it on the report, and (hew that the bill, filled up as it 
was, would produce fuch an efFeft on the trade in general, 
that it ought not to pafs into a law. 

•. Mr. Chancellor Pitt concurred in opinion with Mr. Fox, Mr. Chan 
b)it hoped, after the oppofers of the bill had of themfelves^*^^*''^ *'*" 
firft defired to be heard againft the bill at the fecond reading, 
and afterwards confented to be heard againft it before the 
Committee, that they would not again alter their method of 
proceeding, and poftpone the evidence they meant to call 
ftill longer. 

Mr Gafcdyne fpoke of the difficulty and embarraflment the Mr. Gjif- 
merchants of Liverpool and London laboured under, having coync. 
firft to ftate evidence againft the bill, and that CYideuce tt- 

G z \^i\x\\w^ 
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maining to be afterwards counteradled by evidence to be 
brought in fupport of the bill. Mr. (^afcoyne faid, if he 
"underftood the right honourable gentleman the laft time the 
fubjedl of the bill was under confideration, he had declared 
that all he wilhed was to keep the trade injiatu quoy exadtly 
where it was, without alteration between that time and the 
next feflion 
Vfr. Chan- Jvlr Chancellor P/V/ explained, that he had not nakedly 
: or Pitt, f^jj^gj j^ [Q be his wifh to keep the trade exadly where it was, 
but that in confequence of the reiblution of the Houfeto 
poftp- ne tiie coniideration of the general queftion til! the 
next feflion, it became their duty to receive a bill, profefling 
to have for its objedl the prevention of any increafe of abufes 
that might exift in a particular branch of the trader, and if 
no abufe exifced, the creation of abufe that it was poffible 
might arife in confequerxe of the Floule's having pledged it- 
felf to go into the coniideration of the queilion in the courfe 
of the enfuing feflion. 
Sir William Sir Wiliiam Dolben faid, the honourable gentlemen had 
E)oibcn. brought up petitions from perfons praying to be heard againft 
the bill, the Houfe had complied with the prayer of the pe- 
titioners, and he now conceived it to be incumbent on the 
petitioners to flate in argument by the'r counfel, or in evi-' 
dence by their vitnefTes, whatever they had to fay againft 
the bill. He fhould, afterwards, as he had all along proteflfed 
to do, proceed to lay evidence in fupport of the bill before 
the Committee. 

The counfel were direcfled by Mr. Whitbread to proceed; 
and they called Mr. Norris to the bar, who ftated himielf to 
have been in the African trade about five years, but that he 
neither had at prefent, nor meant to have, any farther con- 
cern in it. Mr. Norris underwent an examination of up- 
wards of four hours continuance, being queilioned bv Lord 
Penrhyn, Mr. Gafcoyne, Mr. Chancellor Pitt, Mr. Hufley, 
Mr. Reaufoy, Sir William Dolben, Sir Charles MicMleton, 
Mr. William Smith, Mr. Grenville, Alderman Le Mefurier, 
and other Members. 

Mr. Norris's examination being clofed, Mr. Smith made 
a few remarks on it, and then the Chairman was dire6ted to 
report progrefs, and afk leave to fit again. 

Mr. Whitbread made his report, and the Committee was 
ordered to fit again. 
The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuefday^ ^d June. 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee of the 

whola 
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whole Houfe on Lord Newburgh's p^jtition, Mr. Burton in 
the chair, 

Sir Herbert Mackwortb, after a few prefatory word?, 
moved, " 1 hat leave be given to bring in a bill for charging 
** feveral eftates in the counties of Northuaiberland, Cum- 
" berland, Duiham, &c. with a clear rent charge of 2,5001, 
" pa>able to the grandfon of the late Charles Ratclift'e (tiie 
** righ*. honourable Anthony James Earl of Newburgli) and 
** the heirs male »of his body, to commence from the 27th 
<* day cf Marciu 1-87." 

Mr. Alderman jSewnham faid, he knew not whether that ^^r- AM. 
was the fit time or not for him to ftate what occurred to *^''°^*"** 
him upon the lubje6l, but perhaps it was as proper as any 
other moment. Greenwich Hofpital, he owned:, had ever 
been with him a favourite foundation ; he confidered it a na- 
tional benefit ; and what every man who wiftied v/l11 to the 
navy, the natural bulwark of the kingdom, ought to feel a 
defire to fupport. fie coul J nt>t, therefore, approve of fud- 
dling he fund of Greenwich Hofpital with the 2,500!. a year 
propofed to be paiti to Lord Newburgh. He conceived Lord 
^^ewburgh's caP; to be oppreflive, and he had not the fmalleft 
objeftion to grantijig him the fum propofed. But, if the 
annuity ought to be granted, his opinion was, that it ought 
to bepai ' out of the public purfe, and not out of the fund of 
Greenwich Hofpital, a public charity of the firil chara<f\er 
and importance. He hoped, therefore, that tlie bill, if the 
annuity was to be charged upon (Greenwich Hofpital, would 
contain a pledge, that no farther claims flmuld ever be made 
upon it on a fimilnr account, but that the Hofpital fhould be 
fet at quiet completelv in this refpcft. 

Sii Herbert Afachuonb did not conceive it poflible for thofe Sir Herbert 
who might be appcmted to bring in the bill, to infert any Mackworth 
pledge in it, that no farther claim fhould be made on the Der- 
wentwater eilate. 1 heir objcif): was, to fecure an annuity 
of 2,5001 to the prefent Lord Newburgh. If the worthy 
magiitrate wouid be fo good as to attend the Committee to 
whom the bill fliould be referred, and bring up any claufes 
to advance his purpofe, he had no doubt but that the Com- 
mittee would receive them with every mark of attention in 
their power. 

Mr. Alderman Kewnham contended that it was highly ne- Mr. Aid. 
ceffary that the Houfe fhould either pay the annuity out of ^**"*^^'^ 
the public purfe, or give the Hofpital its quietus^ as to any 
fubfequent claims. That fubfequent claims might be made, 
was more than probable. Indeed the Houfe had already 
heard of one on the account of fome female relations of Lord 
Newburgh. If the Houfe wiflied to deal generoufly by Lord 
Newburgh, they ought to deal juftly by the Hofpital. WV\eTv 
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2 man gave away what was his own, he was generous; but 
not when he gave away the property of others. The Der- 
wentwater eftate was the property of Greenwich Hofpital; a 
property conveyed by aQ of Parliament; and therefore the 
Houfe had no right to make a farther difpofal of it. In con* 
clufion^ Mr, Newnham obferved that, upon this occafion, 
he begged to beunderflood as adverfe to taking the annuity 
tol^ granted to Lord Newburgh out of the fund of Green- 
wich Hofpital, and as decidedly of opinion, that if it were 
proper to be granted at all, the Public ought openly and 
avowedly to grant it themfelves. 
jfr. M, A. Mr. Af. A. Baylor declared that he approved of the wor- 
XajfkHT. thy Magiftrate's obje6lion, though, at the fame time, he be- . 
lievcd Lord Newburgh's cafe fo hard, as to deferve immediate 
attentbn, Greenwich Hofpital, he had reafon to believe, 
was at prefent by no means in a ftate to fpare any confider- 
able fum out of its revenue. Their expenditure had of late 
been great, and the charge incurred by their having to re- 
build iheir chapel, in confequence of the late fire, he bad 
the baft authority for faying, was fo large, as materially to 
have diminifhed their fum in hand. 
^r James Sir Jamcs John/tone obferved that it had been his conflant 
J«fc^onc- Qpinion^ that Lord Newburgh had a right to his whole eftate, 
and therefore, if he was willing to accept an annuity of 
2500I. a year, in Ireu of it, tlie Houfei ought to conGder it 
as a good bargain for the Public. Greenwich hofpital ought 
to receive the efpecial countenance of that Houfe on every 
occafion. He had once before mentioned another hofpital,* 
ami it was worth w^hile for the Committee to confider the 
difterent expences of that and of Greenwich Hofpital. Green- 
wich Hofpital flood Government and the Public in no more 
than twelve guineas a man for every feaman it fupported, 
while Chelfea Hofpital coft the Public twenty-nine pounds 
odd iiiillings for every foldler lodged in it. With regard to 
the withholding the eflate of Lord Newburgh, and of other 
defcendants of {Scotch Peers, on account of their predeceflbrs' 
political conduft long ago, it was extremely hard; indeed fo 
hard, that he bad never heard of any thing equal to it, ex- 
cept the damning all mankind, becaufe Eve, our great grand- 
mother, ate an apple. 
Mr. JoIHfTc Mr. Jollffe declared, that the charging the annuity upon 
Greenwich Hofpital, appeared to him to be ridiculous, be- 
caufe he*thought, either the whole of the eftate of his an- 
ceftors fhould be reftored to Lord Newburgh, or the Public 
ought to grant him the annuity themfelves. What he prin- 
cipally rofe for, was, to move an amendment to the motion. 
Mr. Jollifi'e faid, there was a lady living (aunt of Lord New- 
burgh^ upon very fcanty means, whicli, narrow as they were, 

flie 
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flie was under the neceffity of deriving from the bonnty of 
the King of France. Thaty he trufted the Committee would 
agree, ought not to be the caie ; and as he was well affured 
Lord Newburgh would allow his aunt whatever ailJitioii 
the Committee might think proper to make to his propoled 
annuity, which had been dated to be extremely moderate, he 
meant to move an addition to the fum propofed; but, in or- 
der to obviate the poffibility of obje<5lion, he flxould only 
move for a fingle hundred pounds to be added to it, and that 
inftead of the words ^* two thoufand five hundred pounds," 
be infertcd the words " two thoufand fix hundred pounds" per 
annum. 

Mr. Fox remarked that, as he could not avoid regarding Mi f^wl 
the annuity propofed as extremely moderate indeed, and con- 
fidering all the circumftances of the cafe, as fhort of what, 
in his opinion, ought to have been the annuity granted to 
Lord Newburgh, he fliould, of courfe, vote for the propofed 
amendment. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt trufted that the right honourable gen- ^'r. fiiiw- 
tleman would excufe him, if he imputed what he had juit"**^""^^*^ 
faid, to his wifti to take every poflible opportunity of prov- 
ing his defire that Lord Newburgh fliould be ftill more am- 
ply provided for than was propofed, than to his conviftion 
of the propriety of the amendment ; becaufe he was perfuadcd 
if the right honourable gentleman had conlidered the amend- 
ment with the attention and acutenefs that he generally 
applied to fuch matters, he muft have feen that it ought not 
to pafs. Mr. Pitt declared, that no man would more readily 
agree to any fair propofition in favour of Lord Newburgh 
than he would. But, in adjufting every queftion of the forr, 
the right honourable gentleman would, doubtlefs, acknow- 
ledge, that the only fit way of proceeding, w^as to govern 
what was to be done by fome principle or other, and not to 
make the motion arbitrary, and as accident or caprice dire£k- 
cd. What principle then could be taken as a guide in the 
prefent inftance ? In the firft place, it muft be admitted, that 
Lord Newburgh had no legal claim of any fort on the Pub- 
lic; ftill, however, he was ready to fay, that altliough his 
cafe was by no means fimilar to thofe to which it had been 
compared, it had in fome refpedls fufficient fimllarity to in- 
title it to be confidered as a hard cafe, and to induce him to 
confent to the relief that was propofed. Feeling it to fland 
in that refpeft, what were they to look to ? No man would 
contend, that the prefent income of the Dervventwatercftates 
was to be taken as the principle. It muft be remembered, 
that the eftates of Lord Newburgh's anceftots co\\\\\\eA oi 
two parts: — tjieone, eiiates that, hnd t\\c:y no\^ \>ee\A ^o^- 
feited^ would have been hh Loi&A\\^%\\\\\^^\\.di foXCN- ^«^.- 
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tlement; the other, eftates from all claim to which he jiad 
been barred, in confequeiice of the queftion of alienage havi^ig 
been decided againft liim. Mr. Pitt i'aid, he did not mean to 
go into the difcuffion of any of v efe points at prefcnt; but, 
it was neceflary for him to ftate them, in order to fliew that 
the eftates which would have been his in right of ftridt fet- 
tlement, were thofc only to which Lord Newburgh could 
reafonably look for reftitution or compenfation. In regard 
to them, it was to be confidered, that the eftates had been 
greatly improved fmce they had been in the hands of the 
Governors of Greenwich Hofpltal, who had expended near 
eighty thoufand pounds upon them, in order to render them 
as valuable as they were at prefent. They had alfalaid out 
confiderable fums to difcharge the incumbrances upon them 
at the time of their forfeiture, and had, likewife, paid a fura 
of thirty thoufand pounds granted to the anceftors of the 
prefent Lord Newburgh. Thefe feveral fums, therefore, 
muft all be deduced from the value of the eftate, and then, 
what remained, would be found to be the rents that Lord 
Newburgh might reafonably claim. Thefe confiderations 
had governed him, in confenting to the prefent motion, which 
was grounded on the principle that he had laid down. As to 
any increafe of the fum fettled, becaufc an honourable Mem- 
ber, without fhewing any ground for fuch an aflertion, 
loofely faid, that if Lord Newburgh had any addition made, 
he would give that addition to another per Ton, upon whom 
no part of the eftate had been entailed, and who had no claim 
upon the Public whatever, Mr. Pitt declared, he never would 
confent to fuch an addition ; It was a departure from every 
thing like a principle, and the Committee might with as 
much reafon vote two thoufand feve'n hundred pounds or two' 
thoufand eight hundred pounds, or any other fum, as two 
thoufand fix hundred pounds If a cafe in favour of the 
Lidy could be made out, let fuch a cafe be produced, and let 
the Houfe vote her an allowance diftindliy and feparately; 
but he knew of no fuch cafe, and therefore the right honour- 
able gentleman who fpoke laft muft excufe him, if he repeated, 
that he rather imputed his having feconded the motion of 
amendment to his wilh, to ihew his readinefs to ferve Lord 
Newburgh on every occafion, than to any ferious belief that 
the amendment ought to be adopted, 
vir. Fox. M^* ^^^' anfwered, that lie really had feconded the motion 
for the reafons ftated by the honourable gentleman who pro- 
pofed the amendment, becaufe he thought the fum moved 
for, fell fliort of what it ought to amount to, and becaufe.he 
confidered it as reafonable to enable Lord Newburgh to make 
a better provifion for his diftrefled relation than he otherwife 
ivould be enabled to do. Mr, ¥0^ ia\A^ x\\;\x ^ u\ xVv^ confide- 
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ration of the fubjec^i though he perfe<£lly agreed with the 
right honourable gentleman that it would be better to govern 
what was done by any principle, no matter what^ rather than , 
let it depend on the favour or fancy of the moment, yet he 
di4 not think that a fufficient attention had been paid to Lord 
Newburgh's claims upon the Public, No man could deny that 
the money laid out on the eflates by Greenwich Hofpital on 
their improvement, the money fpent in paying off incum* 
brances upon the eftate at the time of the forfeiture, and the 
thirty thoufand pounds granted to the anceftor of Lord New* 
burgh, were all to be dedu£ted from the value of the eftate ; 
but ftill there was fomething like a claim to be allowed in 
ri^fpe£l to the other eftate«, thofe to which Lord Newburgh's 
claim was legally barred by the decifion of the quellion of 
alienage. Every man who knew any thing of landed eftates 
in this country, knew that a landed eftate of two thoufand 
five hundred pounds a year, was infinitely preferable to an 
annuity of two thoufand five hundred pounds. It was not 
merely the income that the land carried with it. Every gen- 
tlemanknew, it carried with it a variety of other advantages, 
and, in the cafe in queftion, very con fiderable patronage. 
Tlicfe were, undoubtedly, circumflances of material con- 
fideration. With regard to the aunt of Lord Newburgh 
having no legal claim, furely, it would be admitted, that 
every hea4pf a family, poileiTed of a confiderable eftate, was 
looked up to by the younger branches for fupport and affift- 
ance, if they needed eith-r. If Lord Newburgh, or his an- 
ceftor, had holden the eftate in their own hands, in all pro- 
bability the aunt of Lord Newburgh would not have been 
involved in fuch diftrefs and poverty as fhe had experienced 
for a number of years. 

Mr. yol/!ffe hoped that the right honourable the Chancel* Mr.JoliifTc* 
lor of the Exchequer would no longer fuppofe, that there was 
no ground whatever for his propofcd amendment. He be- 
lieved, the right honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, had 
laid in ibme unanfwerable grounds for it. As to whether 
Lord Newburgh might or might not allow his aunt the ad- 
ditional hundred pounds a year, if it were granted, he fpoke 
from ffood authority, when he (aid, he knew Lord Newburgh 
would make his aunt that allowance ; and he was fure, that 
Lady Charlotte Ratcliffe could maintain herfelf with fuch 
an allowance much more comfortably than flie could at pre- 
fcnt. With regard to his not having moved for more than 
an addition of one hundred pounds a year to the fum firft 
propofed, the reafon was, lie had not fufEcient confidence 
in the right honourable gentleman's generofity to think that 
he would confent to allow a large addition,- and therefore he 
had not ventured to move for more, and whea \l wa^^ cot\?\- 
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asL having the ftrongeft claims of any defer ipt ion of Loyalifisy 
would be to pay thofe, whofc claims werefo froalt, that any 
dedu£ijon from them would materially afle£t their means of 
exiftence with any fort of comfort, the full amount of their 
claims. He fhould propofe, therefore, to pay allfuch'Loy- 
alifts whofe claims did not amount to more than ten thou- 
fand pounds, whatever their claims ihould amount to, aud 
to deduct fifteen per cent from all that their claims ihould 
amount to, over and above the firll ten thoufand pounds, if 
under thirty thoufand pounds, and an additionaKper ccntage 
if from thirty thoufand pounds to fifty thoufand pounds. 
He afligned as a reafon of propofing that the fifteen per ten* 
tage fliould be deduded from the excefs only of the LoyaliAs 
claims over and above the firft ten thoufand pounds, that if 
fuch a rule were not laid down, and the fifteen pescenf. were 
dedu6ted fidm thefiril ten thoufand pounds, it might happen 
that thofe claimants, whofe claims amounted to a trifling 
Aim above ten thoufand pouncis, would rect ive a Icfft c<xn« 
penfalion than thofe whofe claims, though Jthey did noi 
amount to quite ten thoufand pounds, amounted to very 
near that fum. He ftated what the higheft amount of any of 
the claims of this clafs of claimants would be, and what 
would be the amount of the dedu£lion upon the whole, which 
would hot, he faid, be great ; but, as his ohjefl was the af- 
certainment of the principle with regard to the' right, it was^ 
ilill worth while to adhere to it. 1 he next clafsof claimants^ 
that he fliould advert to, was the clafs of thofe who, having 
reGded in England during the war, had exhibited claims on 
tlie fcoreof the lofs of property in America, Thefe*certainly 
had not the merit of the former clafs, becaufethey could not 
pretend that they had been driven from America, nor could 
they lay any ftrefs oh their having been forced to fuftain their 
lofs in America under the fame circumflances, fince of nccef- 
fity they made their option ; and it was natural to fuppofe^ 
that they chofe that, which, in point o( advantage and fa- 
tisfadion, was the beft for themfelves. At the fame time, 
however, that this remark was neceflary, he was far from 
thinking, that becaufe they chofe to remain in England, and- 
proteS their property here, they were not entitled to e^pedk 
fome compenfation from thatHoufe for the lofs of their pro- 
perty in America. They undoubtfdiy were ; and he (hould 
propofe, in like manner, as he had propofed with refpe<9 :tb 
the former clafs, that all the claimants of this fecond defcrip- 
tion, whofe claims were under ten thoufand pounds in amount, 
ihould be paid in full ; but that, from all whofe claims 
amounted from ten thoufand pounds to thirty thoufand, a 
deduction fhouH be made of twenty per cent, and a farther 
deduflion from all whofe claims amounted to above thirty 

thoufand, 
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thoufand, an^ under fifty thoufand ; a*id a ftill farthex de- 
duftion from all above nfty thoufand up to one hundred 
thoufand, and fo on in proportion. It liappened, that the 
hrgheft of the claims of this clafs under fifty thoufand pounds 
was one of twenty- three thoufand ; and above that, there was 
no other, except the claim of Mr. Harford, which was, as 
it flood liquidated by the Commiffioners, two hundred and 
ten thoufand pounds. Applying, therefore, the principle 
which he had before mentioned, to the claim of Mr. Harford, 
the fum, after the feveral deductions, would be found to be 
fifty thoufand pounds, which, confidering all the circum- 
ftances of the cafe, was, h .• thought, a very handfome com- 
penfation for that Houfe to make. But, Mr. Harford, he 
underilood, had two other claims upon America for debts of 
ttfu thoufand pounds each. He meant, therefore, that Mr. 
Harford ftiould receive the full amounts of thofe fums. Th^ 
next clafs of claimants, were thofe Loyal ifts, who, having 
either enjoyed places, or exercifed profeffions in America, 
hid, by being driven away in confequence of their loyalty to 
this country, loft their incomes. With regard to thefe, it 
was to be confidered, that. though they had been driven from 
America, they were able to obtain frefti incomes in this 
country, by exercifmg their talents and their induftry in 
different ways; he (hould not, therefore, propofe to give 
them equal incomes to thofe they had been deprived of, by 
wayof penfion, but was of opinion, that they ought tocon- 
firier themfelves as liberally dealt by, if all who had been de- 
prived of incomes, not amounting to more than four hundred 
pounds a year, were j^ut upon half pay ; and others, whofe 
incomes in America had amounted higher, (and fome, he 
fiid, amounted as high as fifteen hundred pounds a year, 
and one as high as three thoufand) (hould be paid ten per 
cent, on the firft four hundred pounds a year of their income, 
and a certain per centage on all above that fum, the percen- 
tage being governed by and diminifhing in proportion to the 
ipcreafed amount of the income claimed. With refpeft to 
the Weft-Florida claimants, he ftiould propofe to pay them 
the full amount of their claims, becaufe they flood in a very 
difierent predicament from the American claimants, having, 
in confequence of a peace, which ceded Florida to another 
power, and which that Houfe had agreed to, been obliged to 
q.uit their habitations and property in Weft Florida. Having 
expatiated on thefe various clafles of claimants, and ftated, 
that although the amount of their claims was two millions odd 
hundred thoufand pounds, exclufive of the four or five hun- 
dred thoufand pounds that had been already advanced at dif- 
ferent periods, he faid, he fliould move a general refolution 
for the amount of that fum, to be iffued * i debentuie-, be;it- 
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ing three and a half per cent, intereft, which would, he. 
thought, be nearly equal to a ready-money payment ; and he 
had, on a former occafion, hinted his idea of propofing, with 
the approbation of the Committee, that the whole fum (hould 
be paid off by inftalraent, by means of a lottery, till the 
whole fliould be cleared. That, however, was matter for 
farther confideration ; it was fufficient for the prefent, to 
move, "7 hat 1,228,239!. fliould be voted to the feveral 
" American claimants for lofles, &c. and 1 13,9521. 14s. |d. 
** to the Florida claimants.'' The report to be received on 
the enfuing Monday. 

Thefe refolutions having been read by Mr. Gilbert, 
iir Edvrard Sir Edward AJilcy obferved, that he knew it was frequently 
^^y* the cuftom for Committees of that Houfe to vote away mil- 
lions, without a fyllable being faid; and therefore, upon the 
prefent occafion, he wilhed to trouble the Committee with a 
few words. When the fobjed of the claims of the American 
Lpyalifts had laft been under confideFation, he had taken the 
liberty of aiking the right honourable gentleman, if he had 
feen a pamphlet on thefubject, which had been fent round to 
the Members of that Houfe? and to this queflion, the right 
honourable gentleman was pleafed to anlwer, that he ha4 
read the pamphlet. Sir Edward declared, that he had, at 
the time, alluded to certain diftinflions between thofe Ame^ 
rican Loyalifts who had fairly and boldly ftepped forward at 
the commencement of the war, and declared in favour of this 
country, and fuch others, as had by falfe intelligence, and 
other means, fomented the quarrel, and inflamed the minds 
of the people of England againft America. In confequence 
of what he had then remarked, Sir Edward informed the 
Houfe, that he had been regarded by the newfpapers as a 
fyftematic oppofer of the claims of the American Loyalifts. 
He had, therefore, determined, to take the firft opportunity • 
which fliould offer to clear his chara£ler from fuch an afper- 
llon. He was no enemy to the Loyalifts; no opjppfer, gene- 
rally, of their claims. On the contrary, he though; tlut 
Houfe bound in honour and juftice to pay them due attenr 
tion. All he wiflied was, that a line might be dravvn be-. 
tween the deferving and the undeferving* He had lately 
converfed with two of the Commi/Koners appointed to exr 
amine thofe claims, who had perfed^ly fatisfied his mind up- 
on the fubjeft, by affuring him, that great attention had 
been paid to the diftinftion of merit and demerit, and as he 
took it for granted that the feveral divifions and dedu6lions 
from the claims of the feveral clafies flated by the right ho- 
nourable gentleman that day, had been governed by an at- 
tention to the diftinftion to which he adverted, he could have 
DO objedlion to the motion, and thofe that were to follow it. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Htjffey declared that he was not yet fatisfied in his Mr. Huflej 
mind whether he ought to vote in favour of the prefent mo- 
tten. He profefled himfelf not competent to decide upon it. 
What he wilhed to he fatisfied in, by thofe gentlemen who 
underftood the fubjedl better than he could pretend to do, 
was, whether the claims of the Loyalifts were founded in 
right or not, or whether the voting fuch fums as were then 
propofed, was a mere matter of favour and liberality. Mr, 
Huflcy adverted to the pamphlet that had been meniioned by 
Sir Edward Aftley, and faid he had read it with all pollible 
attention ; and that it appeared to him, that tl.e refolutions 
ofthatHoufe, ftated in the pamphlet, in fome fort autho- 
rized the Loyalifts to look up to them for compenfation for 
their lofies; but before he could confent to vote for the mo- 
tion, he defired to have his doubts refolved* 

Mr. Burke obferved, that he felt extreme concern at dif- Mr. BaAc 
covering that an honourable gentleman of fo enlightened a 
mind, and of the purity of whofe intentions, on all occa- 
fions, no man could make the fmalleft queftion, had any 
doubts or objeiSions to the prefent motion. He never gave 
a vote with more fatisfatEtion, Mr. Burke faid, than he fliould 

five his vote for the prefent motion, becaufe, though the 
.oyalifl:s had no claim upon the Houfe founded in ftrift 
right, (which muft neceffanly be arbitrary, and could admit 
of no modification whatever, but muft be fully fatisfied to 
its utmoft extent, whatever that might be) yet the Houfe 
was bound in honour and juftice to take their claims into 
confideration. Mr. Burke affured the Committee, that fuch 
a mode of compenfating the claims of the Loyalifts would 
do the country the higheft credit. FJe faid, it was a new 
and a noble inltance of national bounty and generofity. At 
the Reftoration, he remembered the cafe had been widely 
iiffcTtnt. There the poor Bifhops, who had been fo long 
deprived of their fees, were deemed well off to obtain their 
lees again, and the fum of eighty thoufand pounds was all 
that the Houfe had voted for the King to diftribute among 
the Loyalifts, though it was a well-known fa<S that the 
Marquis of Worcefter alone had loft an eftate of three hun- 
dred thoufand pounds. Mr. Burke defcanted on thefe hifto- 
rical faflsy and laid, it was, he owned, a folid fatisfaftion to 
his mind, that he had uniformly voted againft every queftion 
that led to the confequenccs that laid the Committee under 
the neceffity of coming to the vote then propofed ; he Ihould, 
ncvertheleis, chearfully vote any fum, however large, upon 
the account ftated, becaufe, though the American war had 
.been carried on by the voice of a majority, all were involved 
in the promifes or that majority ; and the Loyalifts had cer- 
tainly heard, from th<; firft authority in the ftaxe, xii^t \l 
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they had left their property, and joined the King's anny, or 
came to England, they (hould receive protedionand fupport. 
That pledge was facred, and ought to he faithfully fulfilled. 
With regard to the mode propoled of making the compenfa* 
tion claimed, he thought it hoth liberal and prudent, neither 
too large on the one hand, nor too fmall on the otl^r; and 
he gave the right honourable gentleman credit for having 
made the divifions, and diftinguifhed the deductions to be 
taken from the claims of the different clafles of Loyalifts. It 
did this country honour, inafmuch as it (hewed our attention 
to the different extent and force of the claims of the feveral 
claimants ; and it would not have done them honour, had 
they expedled to have been paid the full amount of thofe 
claims, becaufe it would have proved, that they had no real 
principle of loyalty to infpire their conduft, but that they 
joined the fide that they had joined, under a certain expec- 
tation of running no rifque whatever, but of receiving back 
the whole of their propt* rty. After obfervations on the good 
tffe& of fuch a liberal line of conduft, upon which he found- 
ed hopes, that if any thing would, that^ at one day or other, , 
might effedl a renewal of ancient amity and conne£lion be- 
tween America and Great Britain, and after rejoicing that 
America had not had the honour of compenfating the Loy- 
aliftsfor their lofles, which would, he faid, have been a wife 
way of fetting up in the world for themfelves, Mr. Burke 
concluded, with giving his aflent to the motion. 
Lord Weft- Lord Wejichie rofe to fay a few w- ords on that part of the 
f0te. right honourable gentleman s (peech, in which he had touched 

on thequeflion, tliat had induced the confequence which ob- 
liged that Committee to come to the vote then under confi- 
deration, and entered into a defence of the condufl of Go* 
vernment in thofe refpefls, it being at the time evidently the 
fenfeof the greater part of the nation that the war fhouI4 
be purfued. His Lordftiip, before he fat down, declared^ 
that although he could not anfwer for each individual clajm* 
ant, yet that lie had the fatisfaftion to hear from fome of the 
American Loyalifts, that the mode and extent of compen- 
fation propofed to be given them by the right honourable gen* 
tleman would prove fatisfadlory to them colleftively. 
Sir James Sir j^fljwf J yo^;7/7o«^ declared, he had entertained doubts of 
johnitonc. ^^^ fjj^^ ^^^ ^^^ exceedingly happy to hear that the propor- 
tions of d' duflion, as well as the mode of payment that had 
been propofed, would prove fatisfaftory to the American 
LoyaliiRs, who, in his mindj had a claim upon the juft ice of 
that Houfe. 
Sr William Sir JVilliam Dclien remarked, that there was a fpecies of 
Dolben. American Loyalifts, who were not, he believed, included in 
a;)j of the clafles of claimants ftated by the right honoarahre 

gentleman, 
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gentleman, but who were equally well entitled to tlic confi- 
deration of that Houfe; and theie were the beneficed clergy 
of America, who had been deprived of tht-ir livings. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt begged leave to interrupt the honour- Mr. Cban- 
able Baronet, merely for the fake of faving time. He faid, "^^*^^ ^'"' 
the perfons alluded to, were comprehended in that clafs of 
Loyalifts, which was termed the clafs of perfons deprived of 
their incomes. 

Mr. Af, A, Taylor obferved, there was a particular gentle- Mr. M. A. 
man, by profeffion a furgeon, who had follovveci the army ^'''yi^r. 
in America, and had an undoubted claim to the attention of 
Parliament. Mr, Taylor alked, whether a neglefl: in this 
gentleman to prefer his claims, would deprive him of a right 
to make them, or take from their merit ? Mr. Taylor ftated 
the particulars of the gentleman's cafe. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that claims of the defcrip- Mr. Cliair 
tion ftated by the honourable and learned gentleman, neither "^^°^ ^"** 
were included in the motions he had read, and meant to pro- 
pofe, nor could they be taken into confideration by that 
Committee, to which the claims of fuch Loyalifts as had 
been reported by the Commiffioners, were alone referred, 
whofe foleobjefts had been lofs and loyalty. 

Mr. D. P. Coke reminded the Committee, that the right Wr. D. p. 
honourable gentleman had laft year faid, there was one de- ^^^^* 
fcription of claimants, whofe claims, in his mind, had fo 
little merit, compared with thofe of another clafs, that they 
certainly ftood in fo very different a point of view, that he 
knew not whether he fhouldeven confent to grant them any 
compenfation. The right honourable gentleman had, at the 
time, alluded to what he had now brought forward as his 
fecond clafs of claimants, that confifting of thofe perfons, 
who, having been refident in England during the war, had 
fuffered loffes in America. Mr. Coke faid, he knew fome 
worthy individuals in that clafs, whofe claims he thought 
merited attention ; and with refpe6l to Mr. Harford in i>ar- 
ticular, he perfeflly approved of the right honourable gen* 
tleman's propofition; but there was another clafs of claimants, 
whofe claims, as liquidated and reported by the Comitiilli- 
oners, ought, in his mind, to have been fatisfied in full, and 
thofe were the American Loyalifts, who had been refident 
in America when the war broke out. Among the defcrip- 
tSon of claimants, one cafe peculiarly hard, was that of Col. 
Philips, amoft meritorious man, who defcTved every pofTible 
mark of attention and favour. Colonel Philips had a landed 
eftate of 40,0001. a year, when the war broke out, and he 
bad feven children. During the war, he had rendered the 
moll important fervicis to the Britifti caufe, and he could 
not think the demand of fuch a man ftiould pay auv ^;x\t. c>l 

Vql^XXIV. I x\va 



PARLIAMENTARY A. 1788. 

the 40,000!. that had been his property. Mr. Coke expa- 
tiated on the merits of Colonel Philips, and faid, he would 
make a motion to the effeft : <^ That it was the opinion of 
*^ the Committee^ that the lodes of the American Loyalifts 
•* before the war commenced, be made good, without any 
*< diminution.'' He added, that he hoped the Houfe would 
approve of fuch a motion, and not fuffer the character of 
the country to itand impeached for a paltry ten per cent. 
UrA Weft- Lord fVeJicote rofe to explain, that he had expreffly ftated 
^^^ that he could not anfwer for individuals, but that he had 

underftood from fome of the American Loyalifts, that as a 
body, and coUedlively confidered, they believed the prefent 
propofitions would give them perfeft fatisfadiion. 
Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox declared that, in his opinion, the giving the 
Loyaliils relief was not a matter of liberality, nor a 
matter of compaffion, but what they had a ikv\€t right 
to ; not a right to a full payment of their unqualified claims, 
but a ftrift right to a compenfation for what they had 
fuffered : fuch a compenfation as that Houfe ihould, upon 
due confideration, think fit to make them; and, there- 
fore, the ftri£l right that he alluded to, differed only in 
definition, but not in point or effedl, to the ftriS right 
alluded to by the right honourable gentleman over the way. 
Mr. Fox faid, he felt fome fort of difficulty in fpeaking on 
the fubjed. It was well known he had at times exprefiied 
not the moft favourable opinion of fome of the Loyaliils, 
nor of the motives that had actuated their condu&, and did 
continue to aftuate it during the wan He would, however, 
for the prefent, difmifs all that fort of feeling from his 
breaft, and fpeak folely to the queftion before the Houfe. 
Whatever he might think of fome individuals among the 
Loyalifts, none in that Houfe were of opinion that they had 
a jufter claim to compenfation than he had ; but not a claim 
to the whole of their demand. To adl by them upon any 
fuch prepofterous idea, would be making many of them fland 
in a better fituation than they would have done, had the war 
taken a different turn, and ended differently than it did. 
What was propofed was, in his opinion, an ample compen* 
fation. The right honourable gentleman over the way, he 
thought, had propofed pot only fairly and properly, but hap- 
pily and generoufly. Had the Loyalifts known even before 
they took their option, and joined the Britifh fide of the 
queftion, that they would have been at all events compen- 
lated.in the manner now propofed, and that the rifque would 
have continued fuch, fubjeft to the chance of fuccefs on our 
part, he muft have been a daftardly wretch indeed, who, 
befides a prediledlion for one fide, who would not have ven- 
tured fuch a rifque. At the fame time (Mr> Fox faid) he did 

|iOt 
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not think the right honourable gentkman had afled too ge- 
tieroufly. The American Loyalifts were all meritorious to 
this country, by doing, to their rifque, what the Parliament 
required of them, and therefore, they were entitled to a 
compenfation, but by no means to a full compenfation^ as 
propofed by the right honourable gentleman who fpoke 
lately (Mr. Coke) had faid, and therefore he held himfclf 
bound to vote againft his propofed motion. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt declared, that he received peculiar Mr. Cha 
fatisfaSion from the concurrence of the right honourable ^^''^^^ 
gentleman, but he did not think, however, it might add to 
the popularity of the meafure, that it ought to be conceived 
to be more liberal chan it really was. He felt it to be his 
duty, therefore, to Aate, that the diftindion attended to by 
an honourable fiaronet, who had fpoken early in the Debate 
(Sir Edward Aftley) between fuch Loyalifts as were more de- 
ferving than others, on account of their political principles, 
had not been made in refpefl to the prefent motion. The 
Commiffioners had not had it delegated to them to make any 
fuch diftin£lion, and if they had not thought it right to make 
it, he certainly could not be expe£led to have made it. In 
faA, no fuch diftin£tion could be made, nor, in his mind, 
ought it at that time to be adverted to. With regard to the 
oblervation of the right honoui-able gentleman, that if the 
Loyalifts had been paid in full, they would have been better 
off, than even if the war had ended differently, he could 
not ailent to this idea ; but, they, certainly, had no (ort of 
claim to a full repayment of all thev had loft. He was, ne- 
verthelefs, of opinion that the line mould be Hberally drawn, 
and a handfome compenfation made. What he had propofed 
was (he trufted) in the general contemplation of the Com- 
mittee, a liberal and a handfome compenfation, and left the 
' Loyalifts without a plea for complaining that they had been 
hardly dealt by, all the circumftances of theii cafe, and the 
cafe of this country, confidered. With regard to what the 
honourable gentleman had faid, to whofe labours fome time 
fince, the Public were doubtlefs indebted for much important 
information (Mr. Coke was one of the original Commiffion- 
ers) and on which account it was very natural that the hb- 
nourable gentleman fliould feel anxioufly for the Loyalifts, 
he could by no means agree, that becaufe Colonel Philips was 
a meritoriotts officer, that on his account fingly, a principle 
ought to be departed from. Let the honourable gentleman 
recolledb, that as the cafe ftood, Colonel Philips's reprefen- 
tatives would receive 50,0001. out of a claim of 62,000!. and 
Mr. Harford would only receive 50,000!. out of a claim of 
axOjOOOl. He trufted, therefore, that the Committee would 
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not think of raaking any fuch alteration as that ilatcd in 
the honourable gentleman's propofed motion. 
ir.Cokc. . Mr. Coke declared, that he had fpoken his individual fen- 
timents without conpert of any kind with another pprfon. 
He really thought as he had fpoken ; but if he felt the fenfe 
of the Committee to be againii him, he certainly would 
pot roakp any motion ; becaufe he never would oppofe hii 
private opinion to the fenfe either of a Committee of thi? 
Houfe, or the Houfe itfelf. With regard to the Loyalifts 
being made perfedt amends, however, by the propofed mo*= 
tions, he would by no means confen^ to that aflertion. Wai 
it no hardlhip for many of them to have been kept out ojF 
their eft^tes, ^nd the receipt of their rpnts for fourteen years 
together, and to have been ftarving in this country all the 
time? He conceived it was, and that it was one reafon why 
thofe claimants who had been refident in America at the comr 
pienceroent of the war, and been driven from thencif, ought 
to be paid their claims in full, efpecially Colonel Philip.s's fa^ 
mily, which being fp numerous, and their father's merit fo 
great, were entitled to peculiar conCderation,- 
ir Mat- Sir Matthew White Ridley a{ked, if he had nqt mifunder-^ 
lew White flood the right honourable gentleman with refpeft to Mr^ 
•^5y' Harford's claim ? Was it true, as he underftood the right 
honourable gentleman to ftate, that although Mr. Harford'jj 
claim had been 230,000!. that he was to receive only 50,000!. 
and that Colonel Philips's family were to receive the fame? 
He meant not to infer the leaft circumftance difrefpedlful to 
Coloael Philips, who, he was willing to believe, was as me- 
fitorius a Loyalift as his honourable friend had defcribed him; 
but, furely, no equitable fcale cf deduftion could warrant 
fuch an extraordinary adjuftment of two claims of fuch very 
different amounts. 
Ix, Fox. Mr. Fox a(ked, what the grounds of the fettling Mr. 
Harford's claim, as reducing it to 50,0001. were ; for he had 
not heard them ? 
rr. Ciian- Mr. Chancellqr Pitt repeated that part of his opening 
illorPitt. fpeech, which he had delivered before Mr. Fox had entere4 
the Houfe, and explained, that Mr. Harford was the only 
inftance in the fecond clafs of claimants, who had a claim to 
a larger amount than 23,0001. In that clafs he had propofed 
a deduflion of 20 per cent, in the firft jnftance (from all over 
and the firfl: lOj.oool. up to 30,0001.) and that dedudlion tq 
increafe in rpgular progreffion upon every fifty pounds up- 
wards ; tracing which principle truly, it would (he faid) be 
found, that Mr. Harford's claimof 2io,oool. (for it was not 
230 oool. as ftated by the honourable Baronet) was ulti- 
mately reduced to 50,000!. and fmall as that fum was in prp- 
pprtion to the claim, no man could fay, it was not a cotn"? 

fortabjo 
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fortaWe fubfiftence, and he had no fcniple to avow, that hei 
thought it a handfome gift on the part of the country. He 
reminded the Committee, that there being no intermediate 
inftance between 23,000!. and 2io;ocol. he was obliged to 
follow up the principle, and draw the line, which he had en- 
deavoured to do fairly, and when it was recollefted that it 
was not likely, had the war ended more fortunately, that he 
would ever have been able to recover the whole of his eftate 
in America, it was furely enough, and he hoped the Com- 
mittee would be of that opinion. 

Mr. Fox remarked, that if there was any hardship in theMr.Fo*. 
fort of fcale which he was perfuaded the honourable gentle- 
jnan wqsnot aware, as he really gave him credit for mean- , 
ing to aft generoufly and liberally with regard to the Loy- 
alifts, at any rate, although it bore hard on Mr. Harford, 
he was glad to find, if it muft fall any where, that it fhould 
fall on thofe who poflefled the largeft property, and who could 
confequentl) beft bear the blow. It was, ho^vever, a hard- 
fliip on Mr. Harford, and he would (hew the right honou* 
rable gentlemen where it arofe from a departure from the 
ftriflnefs of his own principle. The right honourable gen- 
tleman had faid, every claimant, who had demanded under 
I0,CXK)1. (hould receive the whole, and he had then ftated 
for all above io,oool. and under 30,000!. fifteen per cent. 
^ould be deduced, affigning as a reafon for taking fo wide 
a diftance as from io,oool. to 30,000!. and charging the 
dedu£lion only upon the excefs over the ic,oool. that 
if any claimant whofe demand anriounted to but a trifling fum 
more than io,oool. were to be liable to a deduftion of 15 per 
cent, upon the whole, he might poffibly receive a fmaller 
compenfation, than the claimant whofe debt was only a trillc 
under io,opol. If the right honourable genU^nian, there- 
fore, had followed up this fort of principle, and governed 
the fize and amount of his per centage deduction, ftriftly, 
letting the fifteen per cent, operate upon the excefs bet\Veea 
ten and thirty thoufand pound, then impofing an additional 
per centage between thirty and fifty, and another between 
fifty and an hundred, and thus, in progrefTion; all tliis, ns 
far as the allotment could have applied to Mr. Harford's cafe, 
muil have fecured to him more than 50,000!. for his owa 
portion. * 

Mr. Chancellor P/V/ begged leave to return Jiis thanks to Mr. Chan- 
the right honourable gentleman who had. reminded him of a f^^Hor Put, 
circumilance he had over-looked ; for, he had juft difcovered, 
that there was one claimant above 30,000!. and yet not reach- 
ing to 44,oool. upon which, if the 15 per cent, flriftly ope- 
rated, that claimant might receive a fmaller compenfation 
|bap a claimi^nt for fomething under the fum of ^o^OQoV 
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but !ie could not perceive that Mr* Horford's claim could, 
upon any fixed principle, be altered ; if it could, he fhould 
not have the fmalleft objeftion, as he had endeavoured to 
draw the line fairly, without the fmalleft communicatioQ 
with any of the parties, Mr. Harford being at that hour ut- 
terly ignorant what the Committee were Lkely to do with 
his claim. 
Mr.Foz. Mr. Fox repeated his hint, that under any other fcalc of 
deduftron, the refult of the furo to be paid, muft have been 
improved. 
sSraeoTge Sir Gcorgt Comwal! recommended a particular cafe which 
ConiwaU. ^f. Pitt faid might br made a part of the fpecifications of a 
new hill as reafons for the further continuance of Com- 
miflSoners, but could not come under the notice of tlie prc- 
fent Committee. 

While Mr. Chancellor Pitt was bufy in making calcula- 
jj^. ^1^115^^ tions at the table, ^\x WtUlam Dolben again urged the fpe- 
©atUn. cral provifion for the claims of beneficed clergy, who (he 
fa>d) ought to be confidered as men poflefled of freeholds, 
and not claffed with the holders of ufual incomes, 
Ifr.Hni&j Mr. Hujpy generally approved the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer's divifion of the clafles, and his arrangement as to 
the deduSions, but he thought Mr. Harford's cafe rather 
fevere, and that <he debentures ought to bear a better in- 
tereft than three and a half per cent. Mr. Hufley faid, he 
was a friend to oeconomy, but one or two hundred thoufand 
was a triflmg confideration, where the national juftice wait 
pledged. 
llr.Wilmot Mr. JVilmot obferved that the afls of Parliament granting 
powers to the Commiflioners appointed to inquire into the 
claims of the American Loyaliils did not authorize them to 
inquire into the demerits of any defcription. He reioiced 
that the ftage of the inquiry was come, when the Loyaliftt 
were to receive the ultimate fettlement of their claims, and 
he thought the propofirions liberal, although he owned he 
had ever expefted, that what the Commiflioners reported, 
was to have been the amount of the fums paid to the 
Loyalifts. 
arMatthcw Sir Matthew White Ridley ftill perfifted in his endeavours 
White Rid- ^^ procure an enlargement of the fum to be allowed Mr. 
Harford, ftating that his original claim had" been 700,000!. 
and declaring that he thought 50,cool. but a paltry com- 
penfation for fuch a lofs, and the more efpecially, when 
Mr. Harford had gone over to America and fpent 13,000!. 
of his Englifli fortune in endeavouring to recover his eftatcs 
acrofs the Atlantic. 
Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered that the real faft was that 
ary'nu j^j^^ Harford would receive 50,000!. as propofed, under the 

rcfolution 
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refolutibn to be moved, and lo,oool. without any dedufiioa. 
for the full amount of two debts of 10, oool. each ; and, 
therefore, gain an indemnification (which, he muft coafefs, 
he thought liberal) to the amount of 70,000!. 

Mr. Drake rejoiced in the candour, generofity and honour Mr. Drake 
which marked the condudk of the Committee. It was a 
great confolation to his mind, that they were unanimous in 
their readinefs to m^ke tlie American Loyaiilb a compen- 
iation. 

Sir Afatthew PFhite Ridley again enforced his argument, sir Matthew 
and added that, under the will of that peribn through whom ^^'^"^ R*^- 
Mr, Harford inherited the property, he was forced to pay ^^* 
20,oool. fortune to his fifter. 

Mr. Chancellor Pin obferved that, upon this fubjedl, he Mr. ch.nn- 
could only repeat that, according to the principle he had "^^'*' *''*'• 
laid down and been obliged to apply to Mr. Harford's cafe, 
he would receive 50,000!. compensation, aud 20,000!. for , 
two debts of io,oool. each. 

"i/li* fVyndbam faw no* advantage in adhering ftriflly toi^ir^wrni- 
the right honourable gentleman's fcale in refpeft to Mr. ham. 
Harford, becaufe, according to the fcale, if carried up to 
the poffiblc extend of a very large fum, the claimant for the 
largeft fum would be found to receive the fmalleft compen- 
fation. 

Mr. Fox ftrengthened Mr. Wyndham's argument, and^r. Fok. 
(hewed that carrying Mr. Pitt's principle as he had traced 
it up, did not operate equitably between the claimant of a 
large fum and the claimant of a fmaller, the latter having, 
out of all fort of proportion, the advantage. If the right 
hoDourable gentleman had traced his rule regularly, Mr. Fox 
faid, it would have given Mr. Harford more than 50,0001, 
and furely, if the rule laid down was in his favour, if regu- 
larly traced, it was hard he lliould have any part of his 
fprtune withholden becaufe the right honourable gentleman 
had not traced it regularly. Mr. Fox again pointed out 
how the fcale ought to have been traced, admitting that had 
it been fo traced, he (hould have increafed the per centage 
at different ftages of the grofs demand, in proportion as it 
f welled or increafed. 

Sir Matthew White Ridley rofe once more to flate as a faft, sirMarrhr* 
that Mr. Harford had married his fillers, Mrs. Wyndham^l^it- a^«^*^- 
and Lady Eden, and paid each of their fortunes. ^^^ 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved that he could not then trace Mr. Clnn- 
the right honourable gentleman's (Mr, Fox) fcale corredly,*^^'*®^^"^- 
but he found it would probably amount to 90,000!. inftead 
of 50,0001. He owned that 90,000!. was more than lie 
thought ought to be given, and as the right honourable 
tentleman bad contended that he fhould have Increal^^ t\v^ 
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, per centage dedudtion gradually, in proportion as he confi- 

dered the increafe of the demand, allowing for that fort of 
increafe, it would make the medium between 50,000!. and 
20,oool. which was 7o,oooL and to fuch a compenfation he- 
did not tnean to make the leaft objeftion. 

This proportion gave fatisfaftion to all fides of the Houfc, 
and after a queftion from Mr* Pulteney, and a few words 
from Alderman Sawbridge, the amended refolution pafled. 
sirvvniiam Sir fViUiam Dolben next read the petition of the beneficed 
Dolbcn. loyal ift Clergy and enforced their requifition by a motion, 
Mr. Chan- Mr. Cliancellor Pitt replied as before, that they had an 
ceUorPitt. ample provifion by being put on half pay, as a finecure, and 
might find the means of acquiring additional incomes, by 
the exercife of their talents and their induflry in this 
country. 
Sir William Sir William Dolben faid, he acqulefced, in what he faw to 
Dolben. ^ be the fenfc of the Committee. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt then moved the refolution to pay the- 
cdlorPiu. inhabitants of Weft Florida a full compenfation of their 
lodes, amounting altogether to upwards of one. hundred' 
thoufand pounds, which was agreed to. , 

Mr.Burges. M.r. Surges now rifing, obferved that he wifhed, if pof- 
Cble, to fatisfy the call of a right honourable gentleman, 
who, on a former day, had defired him to ftate hi^ doubts 
refpefting the articles in the account of the cxpences incurred 
by 'the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. Mr. Surges re- 
peated the circumftances that had led to fuch a call h: ing 
been made upon him, and then proceeded to explain what 
his doubts were. The firft of them he ftated to be a doubt 
whether the Houfe had authorized the managers to emi>loy 
counfel ; a doubt whether there was any precedent for their 
employing counfel; and, in cafe the Houfe had not autho- 
rized them to employ counfel, and that there was no pre- 
cedent for it, a doubt whether there was any peculiar cir* 
cumftance of difficulty in the nature of the prefent profe- 
cution, that made the affiftance of counfel neceflary ? Mr. 
Burges argued thefe doubts feparately and diftinflly. He" 
faid, it would not, he fhould fuppofe, be denied that thft 
Houfe had not given any authority to the managers for the* 
imployment of counfel, and he could not find any pre9edent 
for the affiftance of counfel having been either required or 
granted in fuch pro fecut ions. At the fame time he con- 
ceived, it was not one of thofe fort of profecutions, that 
required the fpecial affiftance of counfel. Only two legal* 
points had yet arifen in the progrefs of the caufe, that of 
the guarantee, and that of the year 1783. WhatCAcr legal 
difficulties might offer, there were learned gentlemen- 
enow on the Committee of Managers to remove every ob* 

ftacle, 
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ftacle, and folve every doubt. Having expatiated on his 
doubts refpefling the employment of counlcrl, he proc-edetl 
to ftate doubts on the difference between the two bills that 
had been delivered to the Houie by the folicitors for the pro- 
fecution at different periods,, and pointed out the particulars 
in which that difference confilled. Thefe wer;^ in the total 
amounts, and the charges on account of fums paid tocoun- 
fel, and the charge of the folicitors' expeiiccs. He dwelt 
on thefe differences, reafoning upon each, and declaring that 
it ftruck him, as if two more counfel had made a part of 
the claufe in the firfl: bill, than in the fecond, fince, in the 
fecond, afum equal to the difference was transferred from 
the charge of money paid to counfel, to the charge of ex- 
pences incurred by the folicitors. He went into calcula- 
tions to fhew, that the fum divided different ways would 
warrant the fuppolition of a different number of counfel 
being employed. He faid, that 8058I. was not the whole 
of the expence incurred; but that, in fadl, it amounted to 
full 15,0001. at prefent, and with the clerks' fees of the two 
Houfes, &c. it would doubtlefs amount to i8,oool. before 
the feffion clofed. Mr. Burges concluded with moving, 
*' That Maffrs. Wallis and Troward, folicitors for the pro- 
** fecution, do from time to time prefent an account of tlic 
" expences incurred, at the bar of the Houfe." 

Mr. -S«ritf obferved that he rofe not, either to fecond or Mr. Burk«« 
to refill the motion. Before he feconded, he muft a])prove 
a motion; before he oppofed it, he muft feel a ilrong rcnfon 
for meeting it with his negative. Jn the prefent cafe he felt 
no powerful propenGty either way. He could not, however, 
avoid offering his warmeft congratulations to the honour- 
able gentleman, (Mr. Burges) on his having chofen that 
!;lorious day, after the triumph of the morning, to bring 
brward a bufinefs of fuch an important nature, it was the 
. honourable gentleman's choice of filling up the happy inter- 
val between their adjournment from Weftminfter Hall, and 
the rifing of the Houfe, with calling them to the examina- 
f tioh of the items of a folicitor's bill, which alone was fit to 
1^ follow his firft onfet within thofe walls, when he had flood 
■- up, and boldly ventured for a long time, fingly and unfe- 
j. conded, to call for the attention of the Houfe, after every 
; ©ther Member had been ftriken dumb with aftonifliment 
and admiration at the wonderful eloquence of his honour- 
able friend, who had that day again furprifed the thoufands 
"^ho hung with rapture on his accents, by fuch a dif- 
play of talents as were unparallelled in the annals of oratory, 
i*id as did the higheft honour to himfelf, to that Houfe, and 
f to his country. For his part, Mr. Burke added, his mind 
fcWas not fufficiently let down from the highth of exaltation 
Vol. XXIV. K vo 
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to which it had been raifed : it required a degree of bending, 
of wetting, and of relaxation, to fmk his thoughts to the 
level of fuch an inquiry as that to which the honour- 
able gentleman had called their attention. After fuch a 
fublime and glorious feaft as the morning had afforded, the 
honourable gentleman's curious fpeculation on minute par- 
ticulars convinced him that Providence had intended that 
man fhould not be proud, but that ecftafy of the mind 
fhould be checked and cooled by fome fudden concomitant 
of mortification and difgrace, fo that, under any circnin- 
fiances, it fhould be impoflible for a human being to efcape 
long from having fome proof of natural infirmity thrufl 
before his fight. He again congratulated the honourable 
gentleman, therefore, on his choice of a day, declaring, that 
if ever there was a day made to dignify the nation, made to 
dignify human nature itfelf, it was that very day. Of all 
fpecies of oratory, of every kind of eloquence that had been 
heard, either in ancient or in modern times; whatever the 
acutenefs of the bar, the dignity of the fenate, or the mo- 
rality of the pulpit, could furnifh, had not been equal to 
what that Houfe had that day heard in Weflminfter Hall. 
No holy religionift, no man of any defcription as a literary 
charad^er, could have come up, in the one inflance, to the 
pure I'eDtiments of morality, or in the other, to the variety 
of knowledge, force of imagination, propriety and vivacity 
of allufion, beauty and elegance of diftion, and flrength 
of expreflion, to jvhich they had all that day liflened. 
From poetry up to eloquence, there was not a fpecies of 
compofition of which a complete and perfeft fpecimen might 
not have been culled, from one part or the other of the 
fpeech to which he alluded, and which, he was perfuaded, 
had made too flrong an impreffion on the minds of that 
Houfe to be fo foon obliterated, as to render fuch a coarfe 
difh of foups as the honourable gentleman had fet before 
them, at all palatable. There was, Mr, Burke added} no 
conquefl of man over man, like that of genius over in- 
juflice; inflead, therefore of refolving themfelves into a 
Committee of petit accounts, they ought, like the Romans, 
after Scipio's viflories, to go and thank the gods for that 
day's triumph ! In conclufion, Mr. Burke declared that he 
difdained to take notice of fuch a fubjeft as the honour- 
able gentleman had flated to the Houfe. If the honourable 
gentleman doubted, or any man doubted, the folicitors* char- 
ges, let them call the folicitors to the bar, and examine 
them. For his part, he would continue to order fuch fer- 
vices as he thought proper, till the Houfe fhould think 
proper to command him to defift. 

Mr. • 
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Mr.jR?*' faid, if there beany thing in that account which Mr. Fox. 
the honourable gentleman had commented upon, worth in- 
quiry» let it be inquired into. He and the Managers had 
nothing to do with it. The fubjeft had come under difcuf- 
jfion for no lefs than three different days ; and he could not 
avoid remarking that he thought it a little hard, that thofe, 
on the other fide, who appeared to concur with them, and 
to agree that they had nothing to do witli it, fhould, never- 
thelefs, fuffer it to be again brought forward, and the fame 
things repeated refpefting it. if- his aftonifhment could be 
raif^ at 'all at the paper jufl delivered, Mr. Fox obferved, 
it would be raifed in the higheft degree — he was going to 
fsry, at the ridiculous parfimony with which a profecution 
of^fuch magnitude and importance was carried forward. If 
the honourable gentleman had done what was fair, he 
would have ftated his doubts before. The firft account con- 
tained the fubjeft of his doubts as well as the fecond ; and 
the latter gave him no fort of information refpedling them, 
which the fecond did not convey. With regard to the ho- 
nourable gentleman's declaration, that only two points of 
law had occurred, if the honourable gentleman, inftead of 
fpending his time in the neat calculations he had fo nicely 
made, had examined the charges already gone into, with all 
his profound fkill in arithmetic, he would venture to fay he 
would have found more legal points than he could eafily 
have counted up. In refpe<Si: to the employment of counfel, 
he believed it was a new thing to employ counfel on fuch i 
profecution ; but he was perfuaded from his own experience 
that the affiftance of counfel had been and would be indif- 
penfably neceffary to the fafe conduft of the caufe. The ex- 
pences of the profecution of Mr. Haftings flood upon the 
fame ground with every other fpecies of public expenditure, 
and he faw no reafon why, after the Houfe had appointed 
Managers for the condudt of the profecution, the Houfe 
filould not give them as much confidence with refpeft to 
a prudent management of the expenditure entrufted to their 
fuperintendence, as they gave the particular departments 
which prefided over any other peculiar head of public ex- 
penditure. 

Mr. Drake obferved that although he approved of the pre- Mr. Drake. 
' fent motion, yet after the rebuff which his honourable friend 
had met with, he was almoft afraid to utter one fyllabe in 
its favour. He declared that he fully acceded to the com- 
pliments paffed on the oration delivered by the honourable 
gentleman Mr. Sheridan, and he confefl^d that he had that 
day liftened to all that was great and grand, ornamental and 
elegant. Virtue had been aggrandized, and Vvce defe^ife^.^ 
if he was not a natural Jover of virtue, \\e ipTo\.eft.e^ \\ei 
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flioiild that day have been made a convert to it. He never- 
tbelefs mjft ever fland up the avowed friend of ceconoray. ^ 
The Managers, undoubtedly, were no way anfwerable for 
the correftnefs of the accounts on the table. Th«y were 
engaged in attention to nobler objefts, and in loftier fmr^' 
fuits ; but furely that was no reafon why his honourable , 
friend, and himfelf, or rather he (for he would fpeak onlf 
for himfelf) being a man of humbler faculty, might not. 
attend to matters of the dry and lefs elevated nature of the 
bills in queftion, 
Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor P/V^ obferved that, undoubtedly, the'Ma- 

fciior Pitt, nagers were intitled to the confidence of the Houfe, and 
whatever afTiftance they declared they ferioufly thouglit 
w^s neceflary for the fafe condu6l of the caufe, he would 
be ready to (ay, they ought to be authorized to procure. 
He would fpeak fairly. XVith refpeft to the number and 
defcription of the counfel, he had entertained fome- doubts 
in his own mind, whether it was neceflary that two civi- 
Jians fliould be employed. If the right honourable gentle- 
man thought that they were requifite; andj from what he 
liad al 1(^^(1 y fa id, he conceived that he tolerably well undcr- 
ftood his mind upon the ibbjed), he was ready to declare 
that they ought to be employed. With regard to the 
ftri(5i: caution neceflary in relpe^i: to expence ; that queftion^ 
important as it was, ought to be governed with due atten- 
tion to the nature of the cafe. As to the differences 
between the firft and fecond account that had been pre- 
fented, they were matters undoudtedly referrible to the folici- 
tors, and not the Managers. 

Mr, Fo^. Mr. Fox obferved, that although he hoped it was not ex- 
pe<ned that he fhould go the length of declaring that all the 
counfel employed were fo neceflliry, that if one was taken 
ill and obliged to he abfent, the cafe could not proceed, [Mr, 
P/// faid, oh! no.] he was ready to declare again that he 
did think every one employed was materially ufeful to the 
profecution ; and as to the civilians, the right honourable 
gentleman knew as much of the cafe as he did; he would 
have been aware that they could fcarcely proceed without 
them, and that one of them was moft eminently ufeful, not 
for excelling the other in point of ability, afliduity, or pro- 
feiTional fl<.ill, but for h's deep, complete, and thorough 
knowledge of the fubje6l. 

\-\\ vr i;iam Sir IVilUam Dolben remarked that although he had fcarcely 

I;j.-Li'. recovered from the effe(£l of the " whifF and wind" of the 

light honourable gentleman's (Mr. Burke) fell arm, yet he 

ventured to fecond his honourable friend's motion, becaufe 

luj thought it the duty of that Houfc to attend to fuch ob- 

jcrSis. Sir William defended Mr* ^^^^^^^^^^ ^^^ \vdvcule 
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of Mr. Burke, and faid, though in the difcharge of his duty, 
his honourable friend had condefcended to notice the fubjeft 
iunder conddeTation, he had talents equal to the moving in a 
higher fphere, 

Mr. JIf. A. Taylor declared he confidered the nlt)tion as a ^^r M. A. 
paltry attempt to caft a flur on the Managers ; and therefore, "^^y^^"^- 
although he had withdrawn and not divided on the former 
debate, he was determined to take the fenfe of the Houfe. 

Mr, Dundas faid he had given, and would continue to give Mr.Dundas 
confidence to the Managers; but as the queftion of the coun- 
fei was fettled, and the reft of the bill referred to matters 
agreed on all hands to lay with the Board of Treafury, he 
.faw no ufe in perfifting in the motion, and proceeding to a 
divifion ; he would therefore prevent it, by moving the next 
order of the day, by way of previous queftion. 

Mr. Bouverie obferved that when he was forced to fpeak, Wr. nouvc- 
he was apt to fpeak out ; he confidered the motion as no other "*^' 
than a little attempt to infinuate fome imputation againft the 
Managers. 

Mr. Burh approved of the right honourable gentleman's Mr. Burke. 
propoiltioa of putting an end to the debate by moving the or- 
der of the day, but wiflied to call the folicitors for the profe- 
cution immediately to the bar, to folve the honourable gen- 
tleman's doubts on the fubjeft of the difierence of the items 
in the two accounts. Mr. Burke faid, he underftood the 
caufe of the difference between the two bills to have arifen 
from the folicitors having been called upon to make out a bill 
as well as they could, and to have made out their fecond bill 
when they were more at leifure, and when they were in con- 
fequence able to be more cor reft. 

^The Solicitor General v/'iihed that they might not be quef- ^^'^ SoHci- 
tioned, as that would imply a doubt of their veracity, and ^°"^ General 
they were, he faid, men of charafter, above all fufpicioii. 
Mr. Solicitor faid, that nothing was more common than for 
folicitors, fuddenly called on for a bill, to fall into error, 
which they remedied by making out a new bill. 
. Sir Af. fF. Ridley, Mr. Huffiy^md Mr. Martin, all fpoke Sir Matthew 
againft the motion, as a motion introduced with a view to J|^"*^ ^^* 
difgrace the Managers. 

At length the order of the day was put and carried. 
The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday, July gth. 

Upon this day, no material debate took place; but the fol- 
lowing refolutions claim the attention of our readers. 
Mi'f Gilbertj according to order, reported from the Com- 
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mittceof the whole Houfe, to whom it was referred to con- 
fiderof the ftatement of the claims examined by the Cora* 
miffioners appointed to inquire into the lofles and ferviccs of 
the American Loyalifis, with the amount of the fums re- 
ported by them to be due to each clafs, and alfo the eftimate 
of the probable amount of fuch farther claims as remain to be 
examined; and alfo, of the ftatement of the number and 
amount of Eaft-Florida claims received, the'nunlber and 
amount of liquidated claims, and the fum at which tlley have 
()een liquidated by the Coramifiioners appointed to inquire 
into the lofles of all perfons who have fuffered in their pro- 
perties in confequence of the ceffion of the province ofEaft 
Florida to the King of Spain, made up to May 30th, 1 7881 
the refolutions wliich the Committee h^d dire£led him to re- 
port to the Koufe; which he read in his place, and after- 
wards deliverei in at the table, where the fame were read, 
and agreed to by the Houfe, and are as followeth, viz. 

Refolvcd^ 
That provifion be made for fatisfying the claims of the fe- 
veral perfons who have fufFered in their rights, properties, 
and profeflions, in confequence of their loyalty to his Ma- 
jefty, and attachment to the Britifh Government, during th< 
late unhappy diflentions in America, amounting to the fum 
of one million two hundred and twenty-eight thoufand two 
hundred and thirty-nine pounds, 

Rcfolvedj 
That all perfons, who have fujfFered in their rights and 
properties during the late unhappy diflentions in America, ia 
confequence of their loyalty to his Majefty, and attachment 
to the Britifli Government, in the clafles No. i, 2, 3, 5, 6, 
and 7, contained in a ftatement of the claims examined by 
the Commiflioners for inquiring into the loflTes and fervices 
of the American loyalifts, with the amount and the fums re- 
ported by them to be due to each clafs, up to the 5th day of 
April, 1788, fliall receive the full amount of fuch lofles as 
far as the fame do not exceed the fum of ten thoufand pounds, 
and fliall alfo receive, where the amount of fuch loflfes fliall 
be above ten thoufand pounds in the whole, and not above 
thirty-five thoufand pounds in the whole, ninety pounds per 
centum of fuch part of the faid lolfes as fliall exceed ten 
thoufand pounds ; and where luch lofles fliall he above thirty- 
five thoufand pounds, and not above fifty thoufand pounds, 
eighty-five pounds per centum of fuch part of the faid lofles 
as ihall exceed ten tlioufand pounds; and where the fame 
fliall be above fifty thoufand pounds, eighty pounds per cen- 
tum of fuch part of the faid lofles as fliall be above ten thou* 
{.ind poiTnds, 

Refdvei^ 



A.I788, DEBATES, 

Refolvedy 

That all perfons who have fufFered in their rights and pro- 
perties, during the late unhappy diflentions in Americi, in 
confequence of their loyalty to his Majefty, and attachment 
to the Britiih Government, in the clafles No. 4, and 8, con- 
tained in aftatement of the claims examined by the Commif- 
fionersfor inquiring into the lofles and fervices of the Ame- 
rican loyalifts, with the amount and the fums reported by 
them to be due to each chfs, up to the 5th day of April, 
1788, (hall receive the full amount of fuch lofles, as far as 
the fame do not exceed the fum of ten thoufand pounds, and 
Ihall alfo receive, where the amount of fuch lofles fliall he 
above ten thoufand pounds in the whole, and not above fifty 
thoufand pounds in the whole, eighty pounds per centum, of 
fuch part of the faid lofles as fliiall be above ten thoufand 
pounds; and where fuch lofles (hall be above two hundred 
thoufand pounds, thirty pounds per centum, of fuch part of 
the faid lofles, as {hall be above ten thoufand pounds. 
Refolved, 

That allowances fliould be made to fuch perfons as have 
fuff«red during the late unhappy diflentions in America, in 
coniequence of their loyalty to his Majefty, and attachment 
to the Britifli Government, whofe loflTes of income, arifmg 
from profeflions or offices, have been proved to the fatisfac- 
tionof the Conimiflioners appointed by feveral aits, made in 
the 23d, 25th, 26th, and 27th years of his prefent Majefly's 
reign, and who are not already adequately provided for, in 
the proportion of fifty pounds per centum tor every one hun- 
dred pounds of fuch annual income, not exceeding four hun- 
dred pounds, and of forty pounds per centum for every one 
hundred pounds of fuch income above four hundred pounds, 
where the value does not exceed one thoufand five hundred 
pounds per annum in the whole ; and where the value does 
exceed one thoufand five hundred pounds per annum in the 
whole, then in the proportion of thirty pounds per centum, 
for every one hundred pounds exceeding four hundred pounds 
per annum. 
Refolved^ 

That provifion be made for fatisfying the claims of the fe- 
veral perfons who have fuftered in their properties in con- 
fequence of the cellion of Enft Florida to the King of Spain, 
amounting to the fum of one hundred and thirteeji thoufand 
nine hundred and fifty two pounds fourteen fliiliings and 
three pence. 
Ordsredy 

That a bill be brought in upon the firfl:, fecond, third, and 
fifth of the faid reiolutions ; and that Mr. Gilbert, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, the Marquis of Graham, Mr. 

Edward 
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Edward James Elliot, Sir John Aubrey, the Earl of Morn- 
ington, Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Solicitor General^ and. 
Mr. Steele, do prepare and bring in the fame. 
Rsfolvedj 

That an humbje addrefs be prefented to His Majefty, 
that he will be gracioufly pleafed to give direftions, that 
penfions be allowed to fuch perfons as have fuffered, during 
the late unhappy diifentions in America, in confequence of 
their loyalty to his Majefty, and attachment to the Britifli 
Government, whofe lofles of income, arifingfrom profeffions 
or offices, have been proved to the fatisfadion of the Com- 
miffioners appointed by feveral a6ls, made in the 23d, 25th, 
26th, and 27th years of his prefent Majefty's reign, and who 
are not already adequately provided for, in the proportion of 
fifty pounds per centum for every one hundred pounds of 
fuch annual income, not exceeding four hundred pounds^and 
• of forty pounds per centum for every one hundred pounds 
of fucli income above four hundred pounds, where the value 
does not exceed one thoufand five hundred pounds per an- 
num in the whole ; and where the value does exceed one 
thoufand five hundred pounds per annum in the whole, then 
in the proportion of thirty pounds per centum for every one 
hundred pounds exceeding four hundred pounds per annum ; 
and to aflure his Majefty, that this Houfe will make good 
fuch expences as fhall he incurred on this account. 
Refolvedj 

That an humble addrefs be prefented to his Majefty that he 
will be gracioufly pleafed to order the fiim of one thoufand 
five hundred pounds to be iffued to John Wilmot, Efquire, 
Colonel Robert Kingfton, John Marfti, Efquire, and Ro- 
bert Mackenzie, Efquire, refpeflively, Commiffioners ap-* 
pointed to enquire into the lofTes and fervices of all fuch per- 
fons who have fuffered in their rights, properties and pro- 
feffions, during the late unhappy diflfentions in America, in 
confequence of their loyalty to his Mujefty, and attachment 
to the Britifh Government ; and to affure his Majefty that 
this Houfe will make good the fame. 
Refolvedj 

That an humble addrefs be prefented to his Majefty, that 
he will be gracioufly pleafed to order the fum of three thouf- 
and pounds to be iffued to the Commiffioners appointed to 
enquire into the loflles of all fuch perfons who have fuffered 
in their properties in confequence of the ceffion of the pro- 
vince of Eaft Florida to the King of Spain; and to aflure his . 
Majefty that this Houfe will make good the fame. 
Ordered^ 

That the faid addrcfles be prefented to \\\% Majefty by ftich 

Members^ 
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Members of this Houfe as are of his Majefty's moft honour- 
able Privy Council. 

Tuefdayy lOth JutiCi 

Mr. Gtiberi moved, that the report of the Committee ap- Mr.GUbcit. 
pointed to examine the returns of the parifh officers of the 
difiereht parifhes throughout the kihgdom, be printed. 
■ Mr. Hujfey contended for the heteffity of taking feme ftepS Mr.Huflcy, 
in this matter, and obferved, that it fhould not be fuffered to 
reft where it flood. The end of the a6t of laft feffion had 
not been anfwered, Cnce the returns were far from being per- 
fedl, and as it would, if the Houfe proceeded no farther, be 
concluded, that the returns formed a corredi: regifter, it was 
highly requifite for the Houfe to adopt fome meafure in order 
to fhew their fenfe of the incompletenefs of the report. < 

Mr. Or^ complained that he and five other gentlemen Mr. Ord«, 
(lood charged in the report with a grofs mifapplication of a 
charity .amounting to 15001. a yean The faft was, that a 
gentleman^ formerly of Barnard^s Ziin, oftentatious of his 
beneficence, left 700I. a year in truft to him, and five other 
truftees, fot charitable purpofes, and that all their a6ls had 
been fanflioned with the approbation of the Court of Chan- 
cery formally expreffed. Mr. Orde contended, that fo vio- 
lent a mifreprefentation ought not to go forth to the world 
under the authority of the Houfe. 

^\T Jofeph Mawbey complimented Mr. Gilbert on the pains Sir Jofcph 
he had taken, and the time he had fpent on the fubjedl, and Mawbcy. 
declared he would give him every fupport and afiiilance in 
his power. 

Mr. Oilbert remarked, that in confequence of the a£l of Mr. GU* 
the preceding feffion, an account had been rendered of do- ^^"^^ 
nations bequeathed and inftituted under the wills of different 
perfons, to the amount of 260,0001. a year. There was no 
doubt that many of the donations of a fimilar defcription were 
mifapplied. He meant, therefoi*e, to move early, in the 
next feffion, for fome meafures to be taken upon the ground 
of the report. 

The Speaker having explained to Mr. Orde, that the re- 
port dealt only in generals, and contained no fpecificatioa 
l^hatever, the fame was ordered to be printed. 

The Houfe adjourned. 
« 

fVednefdayj i ith June. 

I Mr. Elphinjioney after fhortly dating his complaint of be- Mr.Elphin- 
hi prevented from entering the paffage leading to the Houfe ^^^^^^ 
W Lords, by two men placed on the outllde of theiiooT^ 
* *nd by Mr. Baker, the doorkeeper, who* on bemc ^ife^eii 
Voz. XXIV. T, ■ \x^ 
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by what authority they refufed admittance, had anfwered 
that it was by order of Sir Peter Burrell, who had- giTen 
them ftridt dirediions to fuffer no perfon whatever to pafs 
during the proceflion of the Peers to the Hall, moved that 
the complaint which he had made, upon the preceding day, 
might be read. 

The Clerk having read the complaint of Mr. Elphinfton^ 
and others, Members prevented from entering during the 
proceflion, 

Tht Speaker afl^ed Sir Peter Burrell, whether the door- 
keeper, in refufing admittance to the Members had done fo 
in confequence of any orders given by him ? 
Sir Peter Sir Peter Burrell anfwered, that the door-keeper had done 

Burrell. no more than comply with the inftruftions which he bad 
given him, in confequence of the Orders of the Houfeof 
Lords, to keep the pafTages and avenues to the Court clear, 
during the procefTion of the Peers. 
Lord Bel- Lord Belgrave obferved, that, in faft, when the proc^ffion 
grave. commenced, the Members of that Houfe ought to be in their 
place in the Court in Weftminfter Hall, with their Speaker, 
it was therefore a negleft of duty in any Member to be 
pafling between the Houfe and the Court when the pro- 
ceflion was in its way thither. 
Mr.Elphin. Mr. Elphinjhne confidered the preventing a Member of 
ftonc. that Houfe from having, at all times, during its fitting, free 
admittance, a breach of their rights and privileges. He 
meant no refleftion on the honourable Baronet (Sir Peter 
Burrellj for whom he had the higheft refpeft, by the com- 
plaint which he had made; but, underftanding that the order 
originated with the Lords, he conceived it his duty to make 
a complaint upon the leaft infradtion of the rights of the 
Commons. 
Lord Ncv- Lord Newhaven contended, that neither the Great Cham- * 
haven. berlain, nor any other officer ading under the orders of the 
Houle of Lords, ihould be permitted to direct any of tlieir 
• doorkeepers. 
Sr Jofcph Sir Jofeph Mawhey maintained that no perfon on earth 
Mawbey. ought to prevent the Members from having free ingrefsand 
egrefs of their own houfe. If, therefore, it was inconve- 
nient to the Lords for them to pafs throrgh the ordinary 
^aflages during the progrefs of the proce.uoii of Peers, other 
entrances and ways of getting into the Houfe ought to be 
opened for the convenience of the Members. Sir Jofeph 
added, that he law no fort of neceflitv for fuch a rigid ftrid- 
nefs as had been adopted. He had himfelf repeatedly come 
too late to y m the Houfe, before it proceeded to the Hall, 
fl/id had noc experienced any difficulty in getting into the 
HslU, by watching fox a fit op^joitoavt^ v^i ftw^ve in among 
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the Lords, and get to this place. There were intervals in the 
proceiSon of the Peer&, that might eafily be taken advantage 
o^ without the fmalleft inconvenience to the Lords, or to 
any pcrfon whatever. He could not, therefore, but have 
wiihed, that no caufe of complaint had been given, or that 
it had not been noticed to the Houfe ; yet, as it had been 
Aated, it was impoflible, he thought, for the Houfe to pafs 
it over without fome fort of animadverfion, which he hoped, 
would be as flight as poflfible, and the leaft offenfive to the 
Deputy Great Chamberlain, who, certainly, had merited 
the approbation of all, for his attention to his duty during 
the whole time of the Court's fitting. * 

Lord Belgrave declared that fo far from intending to Lord BcU 
move any thing bard upon the fubjeft, he fhould move to S"^^ 
put off the farther conllderation of the complaint for three 
months. 

Mr, F. AtofJtague remarked tliat thofe gentlemen who Mr.F.Mon- 
were fo anxious to preferve the privileges of the Houfe, "S"^* 
Were undoubtedly entitled to their thanks. It became every 
Member to be jealous on fuch a fubjeft; but after what he 
had heard, and after having witneffed the adlive zeal and 
attentioa of thfi Deputy Great Chamberlain, he could not 
forbear feconding tjie motion of the noble Lord, whofe con- 
dudl that day had given him great fatisfa'iion, ancj wbonip 
be hoped, he fhould have the pleafure to hear often. 

Sir Jam^s Johnjiom did not fee why the trial could not Sir James 
projoeed as it had done hitherto, without new rules and re- J^hnitont. 

Slations. The Speaker had gone whenfoever the Court 
:, from that Houfe with at leaft forty Members to Weft- 
Blinfter Hall, and thus performed their part of the duty, 
and then the Lord Chancellor, attended by his guards, the 
heralds, had followed with the Lords, and performed their 
part. No obftruftion had been before complained of, and 
he hoped no caufe for farther complaint would arife. 

Lord ^ewhaven obferved that he thought the'doorkeepers Lord New- 
ought to be inforjned that they were to obey no orders but **^^*'*' 
fuch as were delivered to them by the Speaker. 

The Speaker anfwered that the Serjeant at Arms was the Th« 
proper officer to communicate the willies of the Houfe to ^P*^**'^^- 
the doorkeepers. 

Mr. /5''^^r declared that he fliould have no objedlion toMr«Vyncr. 
the motion of adjourning the farther confideration of the 
complaint for three months, if he was not afraid that it 
would ftand upon the journals that the Members had been 
obftrufled in paffing to their own houfe, in confequence of 
an order of the Houfe of Lords. To prevent Members 
from coming tp tjie hopfe at any part of the day, to ex- 
amine paperi^ or to go to any Committee that nv\^\vx. Xi^a 

L a iM^^ofe^ 
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fuppofed to be fitting, was, undoubtedly, a breach of the 
privileges of the Houfe, and ought not, on any account, to 
be paifed over, when it was exprefsly ftated to have been 
committed, in confequence of an order of the Houfe of 
Lords, If the Lords could prevent the Members from go? 
ing to their own houfe, they could fhut the door up alto- 
gether. Thinking, therefore, that the caufe of complaint 
was more ferious than it might appear to other gentlemen^ 
he muft not only oppofe the motion, but take the fenfe of 
the Houfe upon it. 

The ftrangers were 4efired to withdraw; and after 

Mr. Burke obferved that every praftical degree of civility 
and accommodation was due from that Houfe to the Houfo 
of Lords, (who were the undoubted principals and prefident^ 
of the Court in Weftminfter Hall) t|ie Jloufe divided^ aye| 
41 ; noes 15. 

Lord Newhaven, as foon as the Houfe was refumed, de* 
fired to know who was the proper officer to communicate thff 
orders of the Houfe to the doorkeepers ? 

The Speaker fa id, the Serjeant at Arms. 

Lord Newhaven then read a motion, the purport of which 
was to order the Serjeant at Arms to inform the doorkeepers 
that they obey no orders whatever but fuch as ftiould be de- 
livered to them by him in perfon. 

The Speaker obferving the Houfe very thin, reminded his 
Lordfhip, that he might with greater propriety make his fncr 
tion upon the morrow. 

Lord Newhaven acquiefced. 

Mr. Elliot then moved to adjourn. 

The Speaker put the queftion, but had not taken the fenfe 
of the Houfe upon it, when 

Mr. Bouverle rofe, and faid, he did not undcrftand defer- 
ring a motion to another day, which might as well be difpofed 
of then. 

The 5/)^«^^r remarked, that the queftion of adjournment 
was before the Houfe, and that it muft b/e difpofed of before 
any other queftion could be agitated. 

Sir Jojeph Mawbey afked who had moved the queftion of 
adjournment ? 

The Speaker faid, he believed Mr. Elliot; but it certainly 
had been moved, or he fhould not have put the queftion up- 
on it. 

Sir Jofeph Mawbey contended, that as no perfon ftood up 
to avow the moving of the queftion of adjournment, [Mr. 
Elliot had accidentally left the Houfe] he had a right to fay 
no fuch queftion was before the Houfe ; and therefore the 
honourable gentleman was entitled to have his motion dif- 
cuITed^ 

Thf 
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Thp Speaker anfwered, that there bein.^ a queftion before The 
he Houfe, was no bar to the difcuffion of any other queftion. Speaker. 
The Houfe had only to negative the queftion of adjourn- 
aent, and fo let in the honourable gentleman's motion. 

Mr* Bouverie complained that there appeared to be a fort Mr. Bou- 
f c^tch ii> the bufinifs, which was extremely unpleafant to ^^"^* 
is feelings. A noble Lord had propofed to make a motion, 
^hich he highly approved. A fhot-t converfation had taken 
lace upon it, and all on a fudden the noMe Lord had agreed 
> poftpone it till the next day. If any good reafon could be 
Rigned for poftponing it till the next day, Mr. Bouverie 
lid, he ihould be glad to hear it, but he had not heard any 
ich reafon yet. 

Siv Peter Burr ell obferved that, as an individual, he had Sir Peter 
o wifli to prevent the difcuflion of the motion coming on " * 
den, but as a Member of Parliament he could not but ex- 
refs a defire, that fo important a motion might be brought 
n in a fuller Houfe, and when there were gentlemen prefent, 
/ho, he was fure, would wifh to ftate their fentiments upon 
r. He declared that, armed with all the authority of that 
loufe, and with the powers deducible from the orders of the 
loufe of Lords, no man could tell the difficulty of daily 
ondu£ling three thoufand people out of Weftminfter Hall, 
without diforder and confufion, who had not ftood more than 
nee or twice in fuch a fituation ; a fituation, in which, he 
id aflure the Houfe, he did not defire to ftand often He 
egged the honourable gentleman, therefore, to have fo much 
Dnhdence in him, as to believe him, when he faid he had 
ood reafons for intreating him to poftpone his morion till 
he next day* The Court would not fit in Weftminfter 
lall till Friday, and no bad confequence whatever could re* 
alt from poftponing the motion for a fingle day. On the 
ither hand, if it were poftponed, fome ftep, in all probability^ 
vould be taken, that would render the motion altogether un- 
lecefiary. He begged it, therefore, as a perfonal favour to 
Umfelf, that the honourable gentleman would have the good- 
aefs to poftpone his motion. 

Mr. Bouverie faid, he felt no reafon toexpeft a fuller houfe Mr. Bon- 
the next day. The honourable Baronet well knew the ^"*^* 
good opinion he entertained of him, but the honourable Baro- 
net could not expeft him to give up the privileges of that 
Houfe, out of compliment to him or to any man whatever. 
He re-ftated what pafled, and concluded with ftating, that 
to there would another day intervene before the Court fat 
again, he had no objcflion to comply with the honourable 
Baronet's requifition. 

Sir ffilliatn Dolben remarke^, that it was neceffary fot \\\vtv ^vr'^XVXdl 
to inforni his friends who had done him the honour lo atxeriSi^^^'^^'^* 



7$ PARLIAMENTARY A. 1788. 

from day to day, in expeflation of the flave bill being pro- 
ceeded upon, that he gave his confent to the queftion of ad* 
journmeiit, merely becaufe he underflood, that although the 
gentleman who had been lent down to J^iverpool to afcertain 
the admeafurement of the African veflels, had not retumedf 
important information upon the fubjeft had been received in 
town, and fome meafure, decifive in its nature, with regard 
to the bill, would be taken upon the prefent day. On no 
other account would he agree to the motion. 
If. G»f- Mr. Gafcoyne informed the Houfe, that adjourning the pro- 

•^*- ceeding farther on the bill, was a meafure taken without the 
concurrence of either his noble colleague or himfelf. 
The Houfe adjourned. 

Tbutfdayy 12th June. 

Str Peter Sir Peter Burrell rifing, in confequence of an intended 

Barrel]. motion, relative to the trial of Governor Haftings, declared 
that he could moft fmcerely alTure the Houfe, that no Mem- 
ber felt a more anxious defire to preferve the privileges of the 
Houfe than himfelf; nor would any man whatever go far- 
ther to prevent their being infringed ; at the fame time, he 
muft be allowed to fay, that having the honour to hold an 
office under the Houfe of Lords, he thought it his indifpen- 
fable duty to execute the orders of that Houfe, according to 
the heft of his judgement, and in the moft efFedlual manner* 
It was not for him, in his official capacity, to pronounce 
npon the meaning of the orders given him by the Houfe of 
Lords, or to fay, whether, in fair conftruftion they did, in 
any degree, amount to an infrai^ion of the privileges of that 
Houfe. The Houfe, when they faw the order, would be 
able to judge for themfelves, and his conduft in difcharge of 
his duty, proved that it would bear the conftrudion which 
he had conceived it to convey. Whether that was the true 
conftruftion, or whether he had erred in his judgement, he. 
knew not; but, as great bodies had often erred in judgement, 
it would not be wonderful if an individual fhould have erred 
in judgement likewife. He wiflied, however, before any 
motion was made, that might lead to confequences which 
every gentleman muft feel an anxiety to avoid, that thofe 
who had propofed to bring forward a motion upon that day, 
would have the goodnefs to wait till the Court ihould have 
fitten one more day, and be guided by the event of that other 
day. If they then found that Members were obftrufted in 
their way to the Houfe, the motion could be brought for- 
ward ; but if no inconvenience took place, he hoped it would 
be agreed that the motion muft prove needlefs. 
Bo'j- Mr. Bouverie declared, that he abfolutely thought, with 
'^'^' his honourable friend, that it would be very unwife to make 

any 
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any motion that (hould produce a difagreement between the 
two Houfes* No man, he protefted, was more anxious than 
himfelf to preferve the harmony that fo happily fuhfifted be- 
tween the two Houfes ; but it did appear, from the com- 
plaint that had been made, that the Members of that Houfe 
had been obftrufled in their way to their own Houfe, in con- 
fequence of orders given to their doorkeepers by an officer 
of the Houfe of Lords, in a way that, in his mind, would 
have juftified perfonal violence ; and had that followed, they 
muft all acknowledge, that a difference between the two 
Houfes mofl probably would have been the confequence.— 
What he wifhed was, to prevent the pofKbility of fuch an 
impropriety's happening again; and in order to avoid offence, 
he had worded his motion, fo as to make it co-operate with 
the orders of the Houfe of Lords, and produce the fame ef- 
feA, Mr. Bouverie then read his motion, which was as 
follows : 

** That no Member of this Houfe do remain in, or crofs, 
" or pafs through any part of the pafTage leading from the 
** door of the lobby of this houfe to the gallery in Weflmin- 
" fter-hall, or from the temporary door at thertop of the 
** ftone ftair-cafe to the faid gallery, during the time that 
** the Court are in regular procefEon to and from the faid 
" Hall, and that the Serjeant at Arms attending this Houfe, 
•* do keep clear the paiTage of Members at fuch times." [The 
motion alfo, as originally read, contained a fentence, pur- 
porting, ^* That the doorkeepers do communicate the orders 
** of the Houfe to the Members."] 

Mr. Huffey feconded the motion, and upon its being read 
from the Chair, 

Mr.. Chancellor Pht obferved, that he by no means rofe Mr. Chzn* 
to oppofe the motion, which he thought in no other way ob- " ^^ ^^^ 
jeftionable, but as to the wording of the latter part of it, 
which dire6i:ed the doorkeepers to apprize the Members of 
the order, in order to effedl their obedience. That, he con- 
ceived to be rather a diforderly mode of communicating the 
orders of the Houfe, and fuch as was perfedlly unnecefTary, 
fince all the Members were bound to apprize themfelves of 
the orders of their own Houfe. But what he rofe principally 
for, was, to declare his opinion, that fo far from the ob- 
ftru^ion complained of upon the preceding day, being fuch 
as would have juflified perfonal violence, he faw no reafon- 
able colour of complaint at all. This Houfe had carried up 
articles of impeachment to the Houfe of Lords, as a court of 
juftice. The Lords were judges, and confequently had a 
power over their own court, in like manner as every other 
defcription of judges had a power over every other coxitt ol 
juftice. They had an undoubted right to give fucVi dueSAOu^ 
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refpefting every part of the trial, as (hould, in their opinioni 
be moft likeJy to produce regularity, order, and folemnity; 
To queflion or to refill the exercife of fuch right, was to 
queftion the authority of the higheft Court of Jufticet known 
to the conftitution, and what he was perfuaded no gentleman 
who thought at all upon the fubjedl, would either attempt 
or countenance. But, exclufive of thefe larger coniidera-> 
tions, it had been urged the preceding day, in debate, very 
properly, in his mind, that the Members, fo far frotti ob- 
ilrudling the palFages to the Court, during the proceffion of 
the Lords, ought to be in another place with the tl^peaken 
That argument was fufficient to prove, thatthofe Meibbers 
who were in the Houfe during the progrefs of the proceffioDj 
were where they ought not to have been. Under due con- 
fideration of that unanfwerable argument, and a deliberate 
inveftigation of all the circumftances of the cafe, he was per- 
fectly fatisfied there was no ground in reafon, either to ac- 
cufe the Lords of having made the order, under which the 
Deputy Great Chamberlain had a£led, with any view to in- 
fringe the privileges of that Houfe, nor, indeed, any circum- 
llance which, upon a fair conitrudtion of the order itfelf, 
warranted it to be confidered as an infringement of iheif 
privileges. At the fame time, he owned, he faw no. objec- 
tion to the motion, provided it was fo altered in the wording 
of the latter part of it, as to remove the objedlion he had 
ftated. 
Mr. Bou* Mr. Bouverie anfwered that he had not the fmalleft objec- 
veiic. ^JQ,^ ^Q adopt the neceffary alteration that the right honour- 

able gentleman had pointed out, allowing the w^ords to l»c 
juftly obje6lionable, and which he had not adverted to with 
fuiBcient attention- 
Sir Grey Sir Grey Cooper confidered the motion as needlefs, noton- 
Coopcr. ]y upon account of the reafoning of the right honourable gen- 
tleman, but in confequence of what they had that day heard 
from the honourable the Deputy Great Chamberlain himfelf. 
Sir Grey reminded the Houfe, that holding the Court in 
Weftminfter Hall originated in a requifition of their own; 
they were bound, therefore, to make it as accommodable as 
po/fible to the Houfe of Lords. At firft, the Lords had ex- 
preffed an inclination to hear the caufe in their own Houfe; 
. the Commons had defired to have it heard in Weftminfter 
Hall, and the Lords complied. Nothing could furely be 
more civil and accommodating on the part of the Lords; and 
that Houfe, he was perfuaded, would not defignedly be out- 
done in politenefs. Hitherto, during the exiftence of the 
great caufej perfe<5l harmony had fubfifted between the two 
* Houfes; that harmony every friend to the conftitution muft 
iviih to continMt i although, Uieiefore^ It was laudable, rooft 
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undoubtedly, highly laudable, for gentlemen to be anxious 
and jealous, as it were, of any point which looked like any 
infriugemenl of their privileges, yet he really faw, on the 
prefent occafion, no preffing call for any fuch motion as that 
propofed. The two privileges that the Members wiflied to 
claim, Sir Grey faid, appeared to him to be the privilege of 
coming, when it was too late to go down to the Hall with 
the Speaker, and the privilege of interrupting the proceflion 
of the Houfe of Lords into their own Court. With regard 
to the honourable gentleman who held a high office under the 
Lords, his fituation was in many refpefts very invidious, and 
he had found, he had not the fmallefl: doubt, many difficul- 
ties to encounter in the execution of it, that had weighed 
deeply upon his mind, and had caufed him much anxiety 
and uneafinefs at times, with the communication of which 
he had not thought it neceflary to trouble his friends* It was 
certainly no eafy matter to conduft above three thoufand 
people every day into Weftminfter Hall, to arrange them 
while there, and to conduft them out of the Hall again with 
as little confufion as poffible. The honoural)le Baronet had, 
with great adlivity and exertion, done his duty in thefe re- 
fpe£ks fuccefsfully, and ought to receive the countenance 
and fupport of that Houfe. Upon that account alone, Sir 
Grey faid, he (hould, for one, wifh that the motion were not 
prelfed. In fa6t, the only end of it would be, a declaration 
on their part, to do the very fame thing themfelves, and by 
their own authority, which the Houfe of Lords had executed 
already. If fuch a proceeding were neceflary at all, he con- 
ceived it could only have been neceflary in the outfet of the 
bufinefs, and that it not only was out of time now, but that 
it could not be adopted in that ftage of the trial, witliout 
I conveying fomething like a fhade of difrefpedl to the Houfe 
\, of Lords. 

J. Mr. Burke declared that he perfedlly coincided with the Mr. Burkft 
■ right honourable gentleman, Mr. Pitt, in every part of his 
argunaent. The prefent motion was neither neceflliry nor 
? noxious. Unneceflary, becaufe, undoubtedly that Houfe, 
* in -the conduft of fuch a trial, Handing as the nccufers, were 
bound to comply with the forms and orders of the Court, 
who fat to try the caufe, and in his opinion, Mr. Burke 
faid, the Houfe of Lords had hitherto afforded every reafon 
for that Houfe to make every poflible return of civility and 
accommodation. The motion was, however, perfedtly in- 
nocent, fince it only tended to co-operate with the Lords^ 
by adopting their own form of proceeding, and thus en- 
forcing the effedl that they hadobvioufly wifhed to produce 
by their orders. The two Houfes had met each other cor- 
dially, though not, he faid, perhaps, with ecra;)L\ ?vxe^* 
Vol* XXIV. M ^i« 
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Mr. Burke paid Sir Peter Burrell compliments on, what he 
called, his extraordinary and fuccefsful exertions, his ex- 
treme patience, and his unparalleled politenefs during the 
trial, which were among the good things that had arifen 
out of it. He concluded with expreffing his fatisfadion on 
finding that a matter, which on its firft appearance looked 
rather cloudy, and as if portending a cunning ftorm, had 
pafled over without mifchief, and ended in a return of fun- 
fhine. 

The motion was then amended, agreeable to the Chan* 

cellor of the Exchequer's recommendation, and agreed to. . 

Sir Chares Sir Charles Middleton brought up ^* A copy of a return, 

Middlctoo. « made to the Comptroller of fheNavy, of the dimenfions 

" of certain fhips in the port of Liverpool, employed in the 

" African flave trade." 

The fame was read and ordered to be printed. 
The paper was alfo referred to the Comnuttee on the 
flave regulating bill. 

The order of the day for going into the Committee on 
this bill, having been moved and read. 
Sir William Mv. fVilliam Dolben bbferved that the honourable Mem- 
Doiben. ijgj-s ^iiQ oppofed the bill, had the preceding day complained 
of the queftion of adjournment being agreed to, and con- 
^ tended that it was not with their confent. It was the firft 
time, Sir William faid, that he had ever given them an op- 
portunity of making fuch a complaint, and he certainly 
would not furnifli them with a fimilar occafion. He had 
the preceding day ftated his reafons for agreeing to the 
queftion of adjournment; and thefe were, that he had under- 
ftood that fome important information had been received, on 
the fubjeft from Liverpool, which would that day be 
ftated. The Comptroller of the Navy had juft brought up 
a paper, ftating the admeafurement of the dimenfions of the 
African flave-trade fliips at Liverpool. That paper was, he 
conceived, important, and therefore, he hoped, the wit- 
nefles whom the oppofers of the bill meant to call, would 
adduce evidence to that point, which was the moft material 
objefl: of the bill. Sir William declared, he would lofe no 
time in endeavouring to get the bill paffed that feffion, let 
the oppofers of the bill call as many witnefles as they 
pleafed; but, as they had already counted the Houfe out 
once, he hoped, if their objedl was delay, the Houfe would 
not fufier it. They certainly had it in their power, by mul- 
tiplying evidence, to protraft the bill fo as to render it im- 
poflible to pafs during the prefent feffion. 
Mr. Gaf- ^^' Gafcayne anfwered that, although he was convinced 
Coyne. the honourable Baronet had not intended it, the account he 
bad given of what had pafled the preceding day was a 

fttpnj 
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ftrong mifreprefentation. The honourable Baronet had be- 
fore complained of delay, and yet the preceding day he 
Tiad confented to the adjournment of the Houfe, and of the 
order for going into the Committee on the bill. He had, 
thereupon, rifen, not to fay he difapproved of the adjourn- 
ment, but to inform the Houfe that he had not defired it. 
The fa6l was, he really had not known that it was meant 
to have been poftponed before he heard it adjourned in the 
Houfe* On the contrary, he had expefted that it was to 
come on, and was prepared with counfel and witnefles to be 
heard at the ban It could not therefore be faid, that either 
his noble colleague or himfelf confented to an adjournment, 
of which they had not been previoufly apprized. They 
were ready to proceed, but let the Houfe confider the ftate 
in which they flood. Inconveniences which were declared 
to exift, were made the ground of the bill, but thofe incon- 
veniences had not been Itated in evidence, or proved at all 
in that Houfe. A loofe ftatement of them only had been 
given by the honourable Baronet in his place, which could 
not be called any fpecification whatever. They therefore 
bad been reduced to the neceffity of combat itig a fhadow, 
as his noble colleague Tiad flated it, and of proving gene- 
rally that the inconveniences talked of clfewhere, did not 
exifl. With regard to their having been counted out, the 
faft was that the attendance had one day been fo very fmall, 
that as his noble colleague had well faid, it was truly ridi- 
culous to proceed in fo thin a Houfe, on a bill of fuch 
confiderable and ferious importance, Mr. Gafcayne paid 
fome - compliments to the gentlemen fent to Liverpool to 
meafure the dimenfions of the veflels employed in the Afrii 
can fervice, and added that whetlier they were to go on then 
with the examination, or to adjourn it till the next day, 
lay entirely with the Houfe. All he could fay was, that 
he was prepared to proceed if the Houfe thought proper. 

Sir fVilliam Dolben replied that he would remove the ho- Sir Win 
nourable gentleman's difficulty immediately, if the Houfe ^ol*>«°* 
ihould approve it, and, inftead of the ftiadow, furnifh him 
with a fubftance to combat. Let the honourable gentleman 
confent to it, and he would call evidence to the bar to prove 
the fafls that he had flated, and then let the honourable 
gentleman combat fuch an allegation. Sir William faid, he 
bad not above one or two witnefles to call ; and they would, 
be" trufted, be able amply to fubftantiate all that he had 
aflerted. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt exprefled his doubts as to the poffi- ^^j- ^ 
biiity of complying with the honourable Baronet's propo- ^^ ^ 
• fition. The Houfe had, in confequence of a petition againft 
the bill, granted the petitioners' prayer of being heard b^ 

Ma ^^cv€vt 
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their counfel, and had called connfel and witnefles to the 
bar. Having done fo, he did not think they had any right 
to hear other evidence bigfore the petitioners had rlofed their 
cafe. The hill, Mr. Pitt faid, had a firigle ohje<a, which 
had been, in his opinion, departed from more than was ne- 
cefTary in the evidence already adduced by the petitioners. 
He hoped, therefore, in tlie future progrefs of the bufinefs^ 
both on the part of the petitioners, and on the part of the 
honourable Baronet, (if he meant to call any witnefles,) 
that the foie objeft of the bill would be the pomt to which 
the witnefles wbuld be examined, without difcufling the 
nature of any general inconveniences that might be fuppofed 
to exifl on bo rd the fhips employed in the African trade* 
Such general inconveniences were totally irrelevant to the 
fuhje6t, all tliat was to be proved being, that the propofed 
governing the number of flaves to be carried by the ton- 
nage, and the admeafurement of the dimenfions of the 
ih;ps, WIS impradticahle. 
rd Pen- Lord Penrhyn contended that the oppofers of the bill, fo 
^"' far from having departed beyond the line of the bill in the 

evidence hitherto adduced, had fuggefted nothing more than 
what was abfolutely neceflary in evidence. Complaints 
had been ftated, that the flaves were improperly treated ia 
their paflage from Africa to the Weft Indies. If therefore 
the witneflTes could prove that they were properly treated, 
in his mind, fuch avidence was material. Much had been 
advanced that went to abolition rather than regulation, 
which they had been obliged to combat. » 
. Chan- Mr. Ciiancellor Pitt anfwered that there was not the dif- 
or Pitt, ference between them that the noble Lord imagined. Cer- 
tainly, the petitioners had a right to ftate all that was ma- 
terial, in oppoCtion to the bill. All that he contended for 
was, that their counfel and witnefles ought to be heard only 
againft the Angle objedl of the bill, and not againft any 
general matters of ill treatment of the flaves by the captains 
of the fliips or by other perfons. Thus, what they had to 
prove, nmfl: go to the efl^edi, and not the caufe. The 
bringing proof that tlie flaves do not die by numbers on their 
voyage, would not be material evidence; but the bringing proof 
that they were well fed, well cloathed, or well treated, 
would. The queftion was, were they fo flowed on board 
as to be in a fituation that they ought to be fuffered to re- 
,main in ? 
dPcn- Lord Penrhyn faid, that they could prove that the flaves 
n. did not die rapidly on the voyage to the Wefl; Indies. 

Brick- Mr. Brickdae fpoke in juflification of the fteps taken by 
•• the petitioners whicli the afTertions of the honourable Baro- 

net who brought in the bill^ and of the hcncurable Baronet 

whp 
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vho fat near him, had, he declared, made it indifpenfably 
leccflary for them to take. 

■ Sir Qfarles M'lddleton remarked that he had not been able Sir Charles 
ery minutely to examine the return of the dimeafions of ^''^^^*^'*^°' 
he African Ihips, that he had that day laid upon the tabli. ; 
MX he had looked to one article contained in it, and he lavv- 
rom it, that a fliip ftated of the burden of 240 tons, 
T'hich was the moft applicable to the dimenfions of the fhips 
bat had been ftated in evidence, had carried fr^m the coall 
f t3uinea 250 flaves, which upon a comparaiibn would not 
How ten inches for each individual; and that the crew, 
3nfiftiDg of 44 feamen, were obliged tp fliift to a part of 
le veflel by no means proper for them to ftay in. It was 
> be recolledled, that they and the flaves were fo flowed 
I a climate where the thermometer was fcarcely ever below 
D, and generally 90. From his knowledge, therefore, of 
lipping, he fcrupled not to aflert, that under that circum- 
ance of the climate, it was impoflible to cram fuch a num- 
»r of men together in a fhip of fuch a fize without being 
jilty of murder. It was not only deftrudlion to the flaves 
at deftruftion to the Britifh feamen. He could alfo in- 
>rm the Houfe, that the lofs by mortality in that voyage, 
I the veflel in queflion, amounted to eight per cent, upon 
le flaves in the fhort fpace of fix weeks He believed the 
onourable Baronet had an idea at firft of giving one ton to 
jTcry man, which was but one half the fpace allowed to the 
onvi£ls, it being conflantly the cuftom to allow two tons 
each convift in all the fliips deflined for that fervice, on 
ccount of their health and accommodation. Now, he un- 
erftood that the honourable Baronet meant to allow after 
he rate of four men for every three tons, which, though it 
ras by no means fufficient, was flill fomething better in 
loint of accommodation, than the prefent mode of cram- 
aing the poor wretches together. 

Mr. Martin obferved, that upon the preceding day, the Mr. Marr 
lonourable Baronet had mentioned the kindncfs of his friends ""' 
H attending the bill, as if their attendance were folely im- 
Qnputable to perfonal refpedt to the honourable Baronet. 
^ow, although he thought the honourable Baronet entitled 
o very great refpetSl, and felt much refpefl for himfelf, he 
•egged leave to fay, his attendance upon the bill had arifen 
torn very different motives. He held it to be his duty to do 
^ery thing in his power to forward the pafffng of the bill, 
hat feffion. The bill was brought in, profeffedly, in order 
o fave the lives of human creatures, and it was faid, per- 
*«ips, it might fave the lives of twenty individuals in the 
'ourfeof the fummer. He protefted, if by any perfeverance 
f his, any exertion of patience or attention, he wasabXdo ^ 
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fave the life of only a fingle individual, he ihould hold it his 
indifpenfable duty to dofo. He was really afliamed of the 
manner in which fome gentlemen treated the fubjeft; it was 
devoid of all hutnanity and feeling. Some had faid, what 
fignified wliat the (laves fufFered, if they arrived fafe ? Such 
fentiments were a reproach to human nature, and what hfe 
Ihould be afhamed to avow refpefting his hogs and hounds, 
or the meaneft animals that belonged to him* 
Mr. Willi- Mr. i'ViUiam Smith faid, that from the ftatement contained 
im Smith, j^^ ^^g paper in his hand, which was the return of the di- 
menfions of the African flave fliips, he was perfuaded he 
Ihould be enabled to contradi6t every material fa£l that had 
been aflerted in evidence at the bar. He would not (he ob- 
ferved) go into that contradidion then; but one or two cir- 
cumftances he muji take notice of. The witnefs had ftated 
that the dimenfions between decks were from five feet to five 
feet eight high ; whereas it appeared from the return, that the 
heighth between decks of one fl)ip was only four feet four. 
— Now, let gentlcnen recolleft, that in that fmall heighth, 
the fpace was divided by a platform, and that one flave lay 
upon it, and another under it, and let them afk themfelves 
whether human creatures could be fuppofed to exift in fnch 
a condition, with any profpeft of preferving their healths^ 
Mr. Smith took notice alfo of the ftatement of the number 
of women that were put into the women's room on board of 
the fliips, and fhewed, that it did not amount to abovd 
, two feet and a iialf for each woman— —^ 

Mr. ijmith was interrupted by the Speaker, who re- 
minded him, that the queftion merely was, " that he io 
leiive the chair;" and, confequently, that general reafoniog 
on the main objeft of the bill could not be proper on fuch 
a queftion. 

Mr. Smith anfwered, that he had only a few words imori 
to fay, but as it was improper then to deliver them, he would 
referve them for the fit opportunity. 
Mr. Gaf- Mr. Gafcoync aflured the Houfe, that the honourable gen* 
coync. tleman was arguing from a paper which he had not feen, and 
to the contents of which he was an utter ftranger. The pa- 
per had been ordered to be printed, and then there would be 
opportunity of accurately examining its contents, and off 
making them the fuhjedl of fair difculUon. 
Wr. Chan- Mr. Ghancellor Pitt admitted the reafonablenefs of his bo^, 
ceilor Fiit. nourable friend's obfervation, and faid, if the oppofersof tlrf| 
bill did not mean to clofe their cafe, but intended to call moT^ [^" 
witnefTes and adduce farther evidence, the mod eligible points ^ 
to be confulted was expedition; and, therefore, thefooncf '; 
thev called their witnefTes the better. 
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The Speaker put the queftion, and the Houfe having rc- 
ved itfelf into a Committee, Mr. Whitbread took his feat 
the table, and one wltnefs was called in and examined, 
er which it wa? moved that the Chairman report progrefs, 
d a(k leave to fit again. 
The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday J i^th June^ 
No material debate occurred. 

Monday J idth June. 

"hAv. Aiii^xmzw Saw bridge rifirtg, obferved that the long- Mr. Aid. 
ntinued drought which had taken place, had rendered the Sawbrid-,*. 
jps of hay exceedingly fcanty, and by information received 
)m different parts of the country, there was the greateft 
obabillty that other fodder would he proportionably fcarce. 
5 conceived, therefore, there could be no objefiion to the 
flSng a bill to prevent the exportation of hay fimilar to that 
lich pafled into a law three years before, and of which his 
tended bill would be an exaft tranfcript. As an additional 
gument in proof of the neceffity and expediency of the 
fe, the Alderman faid, that the drought had not been pe* 
iliar to this ifland, but that it had produced a fimilar eiFeft 
I the Continent, and more particularly in France and Spain. 
Ir. Sawbridge concluded with moving, 
** That leave be given to bring in a bill to prohibit the ex- 
portation of hay," 

'Mr. JJundas thought the ground of expediency fufficiently Mr. Dun- 
ivious to warrant the pafling of fuch a bill ; and as the bill das. 
as profeffedly to be a tranfcript of the bill pafTed three 
ars ago, it would necefTarily contain a claufe, giving his 
lajcfly in Council the power of taking off the prohibition, 
henever the nature of the cafe Ihould appear to them to ren- 
ar it neceffary. 

The Speaker read the motion, and was interrupted by 
Sir yo/epb Mawbey, who faid, that before a bill of the nature Sir Jofcph 
ropoied was permitted to be brought in, he conceived fome w*wbcy. 
ibflantial ground ought to be laid in proof of its neceflity^^ 
iHhen the former bill had been moved, he recolle<Sted it had 
!Cn ftated, that confiderable .quantities of hay were con- 
zSted for by agents from France, and that there was a great 
X>bability, that the inhabitants of this ifland would be very 
laterially inconvenienced and diflrefled in confequence of the 
(travagant price hay would rife to, if a fudden flop was not 
Bt to the exportation. At prefent, he had not heard of any 
milar caufe of apprehenfjon. He did not approve of bripg- 
ijj forward fo important a bill| in fef|>e£l to its prob;xb\e ^i* 
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feft on the landed interefli, at that advanced period of the 
feflion, when the majority of the knights of the fliires and 
country gentlemen were retired, to the fuperintendance of 
their private affairs. 
Mr. Aid. Mr. Alderman Sawhridge faid, he could not bear with- 
Sawbridge. ^^^ aftoni/hment the honourable Baronet's oppofition fince 
the bill was defigned merely as a preventive to guard againft 
the danger that the very extraordinary continuance of dry 
weather, both here and upon the CJontinent, threatened, if 
means were not reforted to, for providing againft the confe- 
quences of an exportation of hay, under fuch circumftances. 
He was equally forry with the honourable Baronet, that 
more Knights of tlie Shires were not prefent, bbcaufe he was 
perfuaded from the letters and information that he had re- 
ceived from all parts of England, that, if all the Knights of 
the Shires had been in the Houfe, the honourable Baronet 
would'moft probably have flood alone in his objeflion to the 
bill ; but, gentlemen would confider, that it was impoffible 
for him to move for leave to bring in a bill upon fuch a fub- 
je6V, before the feafon of the year afforded a proof that fuch 
a bill would be expedient. The bill was founded in the bcft 
poffible policy, and brought forward with a view to prevent a 
probable evil; and, as it would contain a claufe, authorizing 
his Majefty in Council to take off the prohibition, whenever 
it Ihould appear unneceffary to continue it, no mifchicf (he 
conceived) could enfue from the paffing of fuch a bill; but, 
on the contrary, it might undoubtedly prove of great even- 
tual advantage to the country. 
Sir fofeph Sir Jo/eph Mawbtj faid, that as the bill would contain a 
Ma* cy. claufe, empowering his Majefty in Council to take off the 
prohibition, whenever they thought it right fo to do, he 
would withdraw his objeiftions. 

Leave was given to bring in a bill. 
Sir William Sir fVtlUam Dolben having obferved, that when the Houft 
were laft in a Committee on the African Have tranfportation 
bill, it broke up rather fuddenly, and he had not an opportu- 
nity of moving that they fit again ; he added, that he might 
move, that the Houfe do then refolve itfelf into a Committee 
lapon the faid bill. 
Lord Lord Penrhjn begged leave to remind the honourable Ba* 

Pcmhyn. ronet, that the day for going into the Committee, the Coaflf 
fel and witneffes had not attended. 

The Speaker put the queftion, ^* That he do leave thi 
" Chair." 

The fame being carried, Mr, Whi thread took his feat at 
the table. 
Mr. Gtf. lAv.Gafcoyne thtw ro^e and remarked, that unapprifed of 
the intention of the lioufe to gi into the Committee^ the 
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counfel really wbre not' at the houfe, but at the inttant he 
had heard that it was dejigned to refume the Committee, that 
day, he had fent for them. He hoped j thei^fore, that thfe 
Committee would permit the folicitoi" fdr His fconflltuents to 
come to the bar, and proceed with the evidence, which he 
had declared he would adduce as Well as h^ ^^as able, till 
the counfel fhould arrive. 

Sir PPiUiam Dolben anfwered that, as the iidble Ldrd ind sir Wm. 
his honourable colleague had twice taken advantslge of the Doibto. 
forms of the Houfe, and counted oiit the Committee, hU did 
not believe that they had any right to toraplain of flich con* 
dudl as unfair, though he hoped the circumftanc^ would mak6 
a due impreffion on the Committee. But if the noble Lord 
and his honourable colleague meant, by taking fuch advan- 
tages,, merely to protrafl: the paffing of the bill, and put it 
offtill the next feifion, after declaring that they were reader 
to go into the meafure fairly, he mult be permitted to fay, jt. 
was neither extremely candid nor extremely worthy, when 
it.was confidered that the bill was founded on princi pies df 
humanity, and had been propofed at that period of the feffion 
in order to prevent inconveniencies and feverities that might 
otherwife happen in the interim between that and the coni- 
knencement 01 the next feffion. Sir William declared that he 
Was convinced the noble Lord and his honourable colleague 
were rather governed in the bufmefs by the inftrudlions of 
their conftituents, than aftuated by their own generous feel- 
ings. Undoubtedly a due deference fhould be paid to the in- 
ftruflions of every gentleman^s conftituents, but there werfc 
bales that ought to be confidered as eitceptions. In the pre- 
Tent cafe^ confideratiohs of traffic fhould not be fufFered td 
Tuperfede the feeling^ of humanity. It was ciertaiiily one of 
thofc cafes, in which eentlemeh uiduld not hold themfelve^ 
bound hand and foot, like the African flaves, and obliged im- 
plicitly to'obey the inflrudlions of their conftituents, but 
Dhould adl from the generous Irapulfe of their own minds, and 
:onfidet themffelves not merely as the reprefentatives of Li- 
rcrpool, but as the reprefentatives of the community. 

Lotd PtnrhyH protefted that he was at a lofs to know what i^^^ ^^^^ 
:fie honourable Baronet meant by rifing to make a fpeech of rhya* 
:he fort he had juft delivered. The honourable Baronet feem- 
d to be confcious of having hitlifelf done an irregular thing 
n moving to go into a Committee, without any order for its 
landing on the books, or any previous notice, and he there- 
bre thought proper to charge him and his honourable col- 
eague with having afled improperly, by having done that 
vhich the orders of the Houfe fully jufiified. As the ho* 
iDurabte'Baronet had not ended his fpeech With any morion, 
le toutd not anfwer him generally, but he muft be pein\\t.ir 
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ted to fay a word or two in reply to the honourable Baronet's 
obje£lions to the condodt of his conftituents. Tlie honour- 
able Baronet had originally flated, that he meant not to in* 
terfere with the general queftion, and the right honourUe 
gentleman on the floor had himfelf propofed to poftpone the 
confideration of the general queftion till next feffion. HiJ 
conftituents looked upon the prefentbill not as a meafureof 
regulation but abolition. They protefted againft it as fucb, 
and thought it hard, after what the right honourable gentle- 
man had faid, that a bill which went to the aftual abolttion 
of the trade fliould be entertained. 7 hey complained of it, 
in his opinion, with great juftice, and would give the bill the 
fame oppofition which they would always (hew to a meafurc 
that appeared liiiely, if fuccesful, to deprive them of their 
property, 

Mr. MartJn Mr. Martin was much furprifed at the repeated oppofition 
given to the bill, and more fo at the pretence on which the 
oWeftion of the noble Lord had that day been reftcd. He 
afked if there was a man in the Houfe who had not been 
perfeftly aware in his own mind that tlie Committee would 
be revived that day? 

Mr. Gaf- ^j.^ GafLoyne declared that he really had not known that 
°^^^* the bufinefs was defigned to be brought on that day, till five 
minutes before he came t6 the Houfe. He reminded gentle- 
men, that when the Committee had been once before counted 
out, the honourable Baronet had, the next time the Houfe met, 
given a day's notice of his intention to move for re fuming 
the Committee; it was natural therefore to expeft that the 
fame condu6l would then have been purfued. 

Lord Pen- Lord Penrhyn faid, that he had entertained great doubts tiinr- 

/ yn- felf whether the Committee would be refumed that day or 
not. 1 he folicitor, his Lordfhip faid, had come down in 
the morning to inquire whether the bufinefs was likely to * 
come on that day or not, and not finding any order for it on 
the books, he had naturally concluded it^ would not. 

The folicitor was called to the bar, and he declared, that 
althoi^gh he had not a fingle paper with him, he would en- 
deavour to lay fuch evidence before the Houfe as they 
might wifti to hear. 

Mr. Penny was then called, and the folicitor defired that 
the evidence he had before given might be read; during the 
reading of which Mr. Douglas, the counfel againft the bill 
appearing, the folicitor retired, and the counfel proceeded in 
the examination; after which Mr. Matthews was called anJ 
examined. — In the courfe of the examination of Mr. Mat- 
thew «, a fliort converfation arofe upon the necefSty of the 
counfel confining the examination of the witnefs ftriftly tb 
rAeohjed of the bill. Mr. Pitt, Mr. CornwAll, Mr. W. 

• Smith, 



A. 1788. DEBATES. 91 

Smith, Lord Pcnrhyn and other gentlemen took part in the 
converfation ; the counfel in compliance to the wilh of the 
Committee, proceeded in the examination of Mr. Matthews, 
which being concluded, another witnefs was called, and ex- 
amined, and at half paft ten o'clock the fame witnefs being 
withdrawn, 

Mr, Gafcoyne moved, " That the Chairman report pro- Wr. Gaf- 
« grefs." ^°>n«- 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt wiflied the evidence to be clofed be- Mr.^Chan. 
fore the progrefs was reported, and afked whether more wit- "^^*^' ^*^** 
nefles were meant to be examined. 

The counfel replied, that no more were meant to be called 
in fupport of the Liverpool petition. 

Mr. Graham faid, he meant to call two or three in behalf 
of the London petitioners, whofe examinations would not 
take up more than half an hour. He declared, b« fhould wave 
entering generally into the queftion, and going over the 
ground of the Liverpool counfel, and would take up the evi- 
dence where it was left off, and Ihould, after Mr. Douglas's 
fumming up, touch upon fome points that he conceived had 
been omitted. 

Mr. Cornwall conceived it wholly unneceflary, for the Mr. Corn* 
fupport of one caufe, for which there were many petitions, wall. 
that examinations on each petition fhould be heard. The ex- 
amination on the part of the Liverpool petition, he was of 
opinion, was fully fuflBcient, and he would objeft to any wit- 
nefles being called in fupport of the London petition, unlefs 
the counfel could make it appear, that the interefts of the 
London petitioners were different to the Liverpool peti- 
tioners, 

A fhort converfation then took place, whether Mr. Douglas 
ihould or fhould not immediately fum up, which being ftre- 
nuoufly objefled to by Mr. Gafcoyne, Mr. Pitt propofed 
that the bufinefs fhould be firfl proceeded upon on the mor- 
row, when he hoped the Committee would be enabled to go 
to the filling up of the blanks. 

It being at length agreed that the Chairman fhould leave 
the chair, the Houfe was refumed, progrefs reported, an4 
the Committee ordered to fit again on the morrow. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuefday^ I'jtb June. 

The petuions from the different boroughs of Scotland be- 
ing read pro for ma^ 

Mr. Sheridan exprefled his regret, that the unforefeen pro Mr.Shcri* 
.tra£lion of oiher important bufinefs had obliged him to defer ^^^' 
So long a bufinefs of fuch importance, as moving for leave to 
Jiriag in a bill to regulate the internal government of the ro val 
N 2 boioxx^^ 
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l^oroughs of Scotland, He ftated his feiife of the ixiagnitnde 
of the objeft to be fubmittcd to the confideration of the 
Houfe; declaring, at the fame time, tha^ he>didnot deem it 
neceflary to enter into any explanation of \vhat niight at firft 
appear extraordinary, and which was, fuch a motion being 
brought forward by a perfon not iqterpfted by local connec- 
tion or perfonal habits with the parties whofe petitions for Jj 
' redrefs of grievances were now before the Houfe. The faft 
was, that every Meniber of that Houfe, who had a finglc 
right idea of the firft principles of the conftitution, and, of 
courfe, of the firft caufe of the profperity of thie country 
founded on that conftitution, or who felt, as he trufted every 
Member of that Houfe did, an equal and commoq intercft ia 
the happinefs and well-being of the two countries conipriCiig 
the united kingdoms ; that every Member fo judging, and 
adluated by fuch a principle, was perfeSly competent and 
qualified to inveftigate the propofition he fliould now oficr to 
the confideration of the Houfe. Mr. Sheridan then adverted 
%o the advanced ftate of the feflion, the uncommonly thiq 
attendance which could be procured, even upon fubje^s in 
which the Minifter himfelf was particularly interefted, and 
declared his reafons for not entering into the general merits 
of thequeftion at this time, obferving, however, that it for- 
tunately happened that the prefent queftion was of fuch a 
nature as to admit of a perfedl: explanation in a fingle fentcnce. 
^heevil complained of by, as refpeftable a body of petitioners 
as ever had approached the bar of that Houfe, was, that cer- 
tajri enormous and inveterate abufes had prevailed, and did 
prevajl, in the adminiftration and government of the royal 
J^orpPghs in Scotland, and that there exifted no competent 
quajiftication tp check and control thefe abufes, or to give 
fedref? to thofe who were injured by them. That certain 
felf-ele6led magiftrates and counfellprs afjumed a power of 
levying naoney upon their fellowfubjedts, without authority 
from law, and of punifliing thofe who withftood them, by a 
partial apd corrupt exercife of an illegal difcretion; that 
jfhpfe magiftrates and counfellors claimed a right to diflipatc 
the public property of their fellqw citizens, and to negleft 
the ^utjes of their own ftation, without admitting themfclvcs 
fo be accountable or refponfible, in any way, to thofe whofe 
jnterefts, fecurity, and ' contentment, formed the only pre- 
sence for the fgxiftence of any power or faperiority in thofe 
perfons, a power and fuperiority neceflarily forfeited the mor 
ippn|: jhpfc? obj(;a$ we^e pot attended to. The exiftence of 
|hofe evils was proved by the petitions, and the want of a re- 
medy by the decifions of the Courts qf Judicature in Scot- 
land, it having being determined, both in the Court of Set 
jjqn and in the Court of Exchequer, that as the law of ScQt- 
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lan4 ftood) there was no remedy for evils and abufes which 
both Courts admitted to exift, and to be produ£live of the 
worft confequences to the general interefts of the community. 
Surely then, Mr. Sheridan obferved, if there ever was a jufti- 
fiable ground of application to the Legiflature of any coun- 
try, it is when thofe who are entrufted with the adminiftra- 
tion of the laws acknowledge the prevalence of fome great 
abufe, and at the fame time acknowledge, that there exifts 
no legal mode of obtaining a remedy for it. Mr, Sheridan 
next explained the nature of the remedy propofed, in the bill 
he wifhcd to fubmit to their confiderat ion. His objeft, for 
the prefent feffion, was only to give the Members an oppor- 
tunity of infoiining themfelves ; for which purpofe, he 
jhould be content to have his bill, which he then held in his 
hand, read a firft time and printed. Mr. Sheridan compli- 
mented the charafter, firmnefs, and moderation of the peti- 
tioners, and the abilities and exertions of the gentlemen they 
had employed to manage their bufinefs; concluding with ;v 
hope, that forgetting all national diftinftions, and narrow 
prejudices, he ihould find, on the next difcuffion of the fub- 
jeS, a very general difpofition to diffufe principles of civil 
liberty to that part of the united kingdom which had hither- 
to partaken in our glory and in our dangers, without Iharing 
the equal bleiSng of civil liberty, to which England was fo 
much indebted. 

He then moved, " That leave be given to bring in a bill 
** for corredling the abufes and fupplying the defedts in the 
^^ internal government of the royal burghs, and in theman- 
^* ncr of accounting for the property, annual levenues, and 
^ expenditure of the fame." 

Sir James Johnjione declared, that he would not give his Sir Jamei 
confent to the bringing in of the bill, being convinced that J® '^^^^^^ 
the evil complained of in the firft part of the honourable 
gentleman^s fpeech did not exift, and that the latter part 
was unneceffary, it being now in the power of the Lord Ad- 
vocate of Scotland to compel an accurate ftatement of the 
revenues of each borough. 

Mr. Anftruther acknowledged that it was to him a matter Mr.Anftr 
of indifference whether the motion for admitting the bill the ^^^* 
prefent feffion was or was not agreed to, being convinced, 
that in the prefent feffion it could not pafs ; and that in the 
next he ftiould have an opportunity of oppofing it, if pro- 
pofed. He obferved, that his honourable friend (Mr. She* 
ridan) always brought the bufinefs forward at the clofe of 
the feffion, when it was impoffible to be paffed. Hishonour- 
abk friend hadWtated no fpecific grievances ; he had confined 
himfelf to a general ftatement of grievances, to which he 
(Mr* Auftruthcr) entirely objedteJ, being fpUy convinced 
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• that no^ fuch grievances exifted. With whatever fpecious 
appearance his honourable friend brought in the prefent bill» 
it went efiedlvially to a change in the eiediion of reprefenta- 
tives to ferve in Parliament. His honourable friend not hav« 
ing gone in detail to fupport his bill, he fhould not enter into 
detail in oppofition to it ; and the rather, as he did not be- 
lieve his honourable friend really meant to carry into efkSt 
the bill he had moved for leave to bring in. With refpeft to 
the accounts of the revenues moved for, he fully agreed with 
the honourable Baronet (Sir James Johnftone) oppoilte to 
him, that thofe accounts might be now demanded by the 
Lord Advocate of Scotland, who could infift upon the deli- 
very of them in the fame manner as the Attorney General in 
England might demand an account to be made out of the re- 
venue of the corporations in England. 
klr. Shpri- Mr. Sheridan anfwered, that at the clofe of the lafl fefiionf 
la»» no fuch motion as the prefent had been offered, but only the 

petitions had been prefented. He had that day ftated it to 
be his intention merely to move for the bill, that it might 
be in the poffeffion of Members during the recefs ; and hav-? 
ing fo ftated his intention, he had conceived it wholly unne-r 
celfary to enter into the particular detail of the bill. To his 
honourable friend (Mr. Anftruther) who had mentioned his 
doubts of the exiftence of the grievances complained againfti 
he fhould confider it'fufficient to anfwer, that upwards of 
nine thoufand refpecSable perfons had declared to the Houfe 
that fuch evils did exifl. He concluded, by quoting the opi- 
nion of a Judge in fupport of the declaration of the petitions, 
which was in fubftance, that for want of a proper r^ula'ioa 
in the boroughs, trade was difcouraged, religion negledled, 
and every thing to which the attention of the magiftrates 
ought to be turned, wholly difregarded. 
rr.Dundas. ^^' ^^«^^' declared that he a<5luaily conceived that, upon 
inquiry, it would be found that the revenues of the Scotch 
boroughs were funds as well managed as thofe of any corpo- 
ration exifiing ; but if the honourable gentleman could prove 
the contrary, and demonftrate that frauds exifled, he would 
be ready to concur with the honourable gentleman in any, 
jnotion he fhould propofe to corredi fuch an abufe. So far 
would he go with the honourable gentleman in his hill, but 
be would not follow him to that branch which extended it- 
felf to the internal reform of the boroughs, which, however 
fpecioufly exprefled, was neither more nor lefs than a pro- 
pofition to alter the charters of every corporation of Scot- 
land, which charters exifted at the time of the Union, an4 
which ought to be regarded as facred. He could not avoid 
obferving, that the honourable gentleman was, in his pre- 
sent motion^ both long -lighted and ftiort-fighted. He had, 

in 
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in his long fight, difcoyered imperfedlions and corruption 
in the boroughs of Scotland, hut, at the fame time, he was 
fo remarkably fhort-fighted, that he could not poilibly dif- 
cern the imperfeftions and corruption in Englifh boroughs. 
The honourable gentleman had not ftated a fingle circuni- 
{tance againft the Scotch boroughs, which might not in 
equal jufiice be ftated againft the boroughs in England; and 
it was his wifti, that if the Houfe agreed eventually with the 
honourable gentleman's bill for a Scotch borough reform, that 
the honourable gentleman would extend the reform to both 
part^Ofthe kingdom, and that he would be particularly- 
careful not to forget Stafibrd, which borough Mr. Sheridan 
reprefents. If the bill was meant to eiFeft a difference in 
eleAion, he wiflied it boldly to be a vowed ; but having heard 
many varying opinions of the bill, he would give no objec- 
tion to the motion, being particularly defirous that it might 
be produced, to enable gentlemen to judge from the bill 
itfelf. 

Sir Thomas Dundas having obferved, that his right honour- Sir Thoma 
able and learned friend (Mr. Dundas) was particularly defi-^"**^** 
rous to fee the bill, added, that this defire might be eafily 
fatisfied ; for, the bill meant to be brought in, was precifely 
the fame in principle with that propofed by the Corporation 
of Stirling, when the right honourable and learned gentle- 
man was Lord Advocate. With rcfpedi to that part of the 
bill which went to dema«id a ftatement annually of the reve* 
nues of the boroughs, he was convinced of its neceffity. He 
had received accounts of various defaults in thofe revenues, 
particularly in the borough, amongft the eledtors for which 
flood the name of his honourable friend below him (Mr. 
John Anftruther.) 

Mr. Jnjiruther declared, that what had been ftated by the Wr.Anlh* 
honourable Baronet (Sir T. Dundas) with refpedl to him, ^ ^^* 
was without any foundation whatever. The honourable 
Baronet, if he had given himfelf the trouble to inquire and 
examine, muft have found his ftatement void of truth ; and if 
he had not engaged in fuch an inquiry, it was in his (Mr. 
Anftruther's) opinion, very improper to make fuch a decla- 
ration to the Houfe. He pofitively afferted, that the reve- 
nue of the borough alluded to, fo far from being decayed, 
had, within the laft twenty years, trebled its amount. 

. Sir Thomas Dundas anfwered, that he meant nothing per- Sir Thomas 
foualto the honourable gentleman (Mr. Anftruther;) that ^""'^*^' 
what he had ftated, he had not ftated wildly, or from his 
own opinion, but from documents, and from the information 
of perfons whom he knew, and which perfonshe would move 
to have examined at the bar to fuhftantiate fuch aflertions 
whenever the bill came to be difcuffed. 
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Sir yofepb Mawbey remarked that, in his opinion, the bill 
would prove the means of extending the rights of eledors in 
boroughs. He wilhed the honourable Baronet (Sir Thomas 
Dundas) or fome other gentleman, would boldly ftand for- 
ward and propofe an extenfion of the rights of eleftion for 
Scotch Knights of the Shire, Such a meafure, if carried, 
Would be of the moft important fervice, and of thegreateft 
honour to the mover. 

Sir "James Erjkine W2(s adverfe to the motion ; and contend-^ 
ed that the evils complained of, had no exiftence what- 
foever* 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt o'bferved that, wifhing to know the 
conterits of the bill, he was as defirous as any gentknati 
could be to hate the motion carried. If it went to a refomiy 
it would be one reafon to induce him to be partial to it ; but 
to the latter part hef objefted, conceiving the Houfe would 
be guilty of a violent adlion in charging the boroughs with 
abufes, and giving a countenance to an infringement of their 
charters, before fiich ab'ufes were niade to appieari By what 
he had Hated, he m^ant to urge tio obftrudtront to" the bill^ 
but merely to fuggeft to the honourable gentleman the pro- 
priety of adopting Tome other mode, by Committed, of 
otherwife, that might be more confiftent with the forms of 
the Houfe, 

Mr. Sheridan anfwered, thaf what had fallen ftonof the 
right honourable gentleman (Mn Pitt) was perfeSIy fair and 
candid. He believed, that the right honourable gentleman's 
objeftion Went only to a few words m the latter part of tirt 
motion, in which he faw no novelty or deviation from rule; 
but, to gain the right honourable gentleman's acquiefcencc, 
he was willing to alter the motion as the right bouourable 
gentleman had recommended. 

The amendment was then put, ** That leave be given to 
** bring in a bill for regulating the internal government of 
** the royal burghs in Scotland." 

Sir James John ft one objeding to the motion, the Houfe 
divided, Ayes, 54; Noes, 00. Majority 54. 
Major Scott Major Scott now obferved, that he rofe to bring to the no- 
tice of the Houfe a petition which had been prefented from 
Major Gilpin, Captain Williams, Captain Jonathan Scott^ 
and Mr, Holt, praying fome compenfation for the expencel 
they had incurred by attending for feveral months in Londoii^ 
either by a fummons of the Managers, or by an order of the 
Houfe of Lords, in confcquence of the Managers' fummotisw 
The Major faid, he would not do more than fiate the cir- 
cumftances under which the feveral gentlemen were at the 
time they were fummoned; and the compenfation he would 
Jeave to the juftice of the Houfe, without prefuuaing to mAc 

any 
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any motion upon the fubjeft. Major Gilpin came home in 
the year 1785 ; was fummoned from Lancafliire to attend at 
the bar ofthe Houfe of Commons, from March to July 1786, 
and he was again fummoned by the Houfe of Lords, at the 
requiCtJon of the Managers, to attend as a witnefs, from 
the month of January to June, in this year. Captain Wil- 
liams was ordered to attend the Houfe of Commons from Fe- 
bruary to June 1786. He aifo was examined at the bar of 
that Houfe at that time. He was again fummoned to attend 
in January 1788, and continued in daily attendance on the 
Lords, to the laft day of the trial. It is true, faid the Ma-^ 
jor, he was not called upon, though he could give moft ma- 
terial and important information, if the Managers really 
wifbed for the elucidation of truth ; but, it did happen that 
the Managers, though they had e^^prefsly fummoned Captain 
Williams from South Wales, in order to examine him, had 
clofed their proceedings without calling him to the bar as a 
witnefs* The Major faid, the Managers had done this, when 
they knew Captain Williams could give very material infor- 
mation. Captain Jonathan Scott, who, the Major faid, was 
his brother, had been fummoned from Shropfhire in January, 
He 'had been examined by the Managers, who thought, pof- 
libly, that his evidence, however important for the elucida- 
tion of truth, did not tend to advance their caufe, and, after 
three months attendance, permitted him to return to Shrop- 
fhire, unexamined by the Lords. Mr. Holt, the fourth pe- 
titioner, ftood upon very diiFerent grounds. He not only 
had been fubjeft to very great expences, but he had aflually 
loft the fair advantages of the fervices. The Major faid, he 
contented himfelf with merely relating the fafts, as he trufted 
fully to the juftice and the honour ofthe Houfe to make the 
gentlemen a fair and honourable compenfation. 

^x. Chancellor Pitt prefled thenecefjiry of fettling all claims Wr. Chari- 
of the kind in queftion, and read the refolution of the Com- ^^^"r^«^' 
mittee of Managers upon the fubjeft. 

Mr. Sheridan thought, that all the witnefles fummoned at Mr. ShcrU 
the inftance of the Committee of Managers were fairly en- dan. 
titled to come under the fame rule of confideration, and that 
if there were any exceptions, thofe exceptions ought to be 
fubmitted to the fpecial decifion of the Houfe. 

Mr. Burke adverted to the propriety of diftingulfliing wit- j^fr.. Burke, 
nefles in narrow circumftances,from thofe Who lived within a 
ftate of affluence. 

M|[. Benrcr oft obkrvedf that it was common in civil cafes N^r.Bcar-- 
for a witnefs to fay, pay me my expences, or I will not ut- "^"• 
tcr a word of evidence. In criminal cafes the cuftom was 
neceflarily different; andevery man was bound, tc declare thd 
whole truth. 
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ajor Scott Major Scott faid, he begged to ofFer a few words on what 
had fallen from the right honourable gentlemen, Mr. Pitt 
and Mr. Burke : the Committee of impeachment had refolvcd 
that no perfonfhould receive a compenfation, who was not 
in ftraitened circumftances. But the Major faid, he did not 
apply for relief upon fuch a plea; he was convinced that no 
officer would fufFer any perfon to affert that he was in ftrait- 
ened circumftances, who could purchafe daily at Dolly's a 
beef fteake and a pot of porter; but he would put it to the 
good fenfe of the Houfe, whether if thofe gentlemen who 
were fettled in Wales, Lancafliire and Shropfhire, with mo- 
derate fortunes of three and four hundred pounds a year, 
with which they were perfedlly happy and contented, were 
compelled to come to London, were kept for fome months in 
lodgings, leaving their feveral eftablifhmentsin the countrvy 
he would put it, he faid, to the honour of the Houfe, for 
the payment of their expences. On this footing he put it, 
and not op the plea that they were in ftraitened circum- 
ftances. 
^r. sheri- Mr. Sheridan remarked that he hoped the honourable gen- 
*°* tlemah wo«ld allow the Committee of Managers to judge for 

themfelves, what witnefles were moft proper for them to call 
before the Court in Weftminfter tiall. 
^r. Burke. Mr. Burke declared that he had ever underftood that all 
perfons capable of giving evidence, touching thefadls charg- 
ed on the trial of a criminal caufe, were bound by law to re- 
veal a' I they knew upon ):he fubjedl in queftion, without 
having any right to a claim for expences, and that the fame 
rule obtained and applied in every fpecies of parliamentary 
profecution. The Committee of Managers had early in the 
progrefs of the bufinefs laid down feveral rules touching the 
expences to be incurred, which, he had no doubt, the Houfe 
would confider as wife rules; and, indeed, he trufted, that 
all their rules of proceeding would be found to be made on 
mature confideration. One of their refolutions went expreflly 
to the payment of witnefles; but where there were particu- 
lar exceptions, thofe exceptions ought to be coiifidered on 
their particular merits. When a witnefs^ was in ftraitend cir- 
cumftances, he ought, undoubtedly, to be conCdered, but 
not fo in cafes of a diffei'ent nature. He fuppofed Mr. Mid- 
dleton and Sir Elijah Impey attended at the inftance of the 
Committee of Managers; but furely, no man would be fo 
abfurd as to contend, that either of them ought to be paid for 
attending. Mr. Burke added that the prefent converfation 
reminded him of a new difcovery which took place in ana- 
tomy, at the commencement of the prefent year. A man 
had been difledled, when his heart had been found lying up- 
pn his right fide, and his liver on his left, and all the vifcera 

were 
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were out of place; fo in the profecution of Mr. Hafiings, the 
Committee of Managars, who might naturally be fuppofeil 
would bebeft acquainted with what their own witnefles could 
prove, it appeared, did not know half fo much of the matter, 
as the friends of Mr. Haftings, who had taken the witnefles 
againft the profecution into their protedlion. With regard to 
Captain Williams, they had nothing to do with it, but it lay 
(where it ought to lay) with the Houfe, who naturally would 
refer it to the decifion of the folicitors for the profecution to 
decide upon. With refpcdl to Mr. Holt, Mr. Burke faid, 
he knew that gentleman was not in great circumftances, at 
leaft lie was given to underftand that fuch was the cafe, and 
that he would be a fuflFerer by being detained here in England; 
but he thought the Court of Direflors of the Eaft-India 
Company were bound to take care that none of their fervants 
appointed to lucrative oflSces in India> and detained here in 
confequence of their being called upon to give evidence on 
thethe trial of Mr. Haftings, fhould fubftantially be fufFerers 
by fuch a detention. 

Major Scott obferved that he muft fay a few words Major Sco 
in reply to the right honourable gentleman, Mr. Burke; 
it was not extraordinary that he fhould fupport the 
petition; Major Gilpin was^an intimate friend whom 
he had known above twenty years; Captain Williams was 
a gentleman whom he had intimately known for a great 
numBer of years, and Captain Scott was his own brother. 
Major Gilpin had been examined. Captain Williams was 
competent to give the moft important information, if truth 
ha4 been the objeft of the Managers ; but they had difmifled 
him unexamined. His brother Captain Scott they had ex- 
amined in a Committee, but finding his evidence, however 
important. and true, to contradidl their afl!ertions, they had 
difmifled him, without producing him before the Lords. The 
queilton therefore was, whether the Houfe thought, in point 
of honour or juftice, they could authorize a Committee to 
call gentlemen of fmall fortunes from diftant counties with- 
OHt paying their expences: but the Major faid, he difclaimed 
on the part of Major Gilpin, Captain Williams, and Captain 
Scott, the receiving a (hilling on the idea of their being in 
firaitened circumftances. They had fortunes with w.hlch 
they could be contented in diftant counties; but, if kept in 
London feveral months, by authority of tlie Houfe of Com- 
mons, they trufted in the juftice of the Houfe to pay them 
their expences. 

Mr. Burke queftioned the fadl of their application to the j^j^^ b^j^j-^ 
folicitors, and their not having received fatisfaftion. He 
fiated to the Houfe the diredlions he himfelf had given the 
folicitors how to adt upon all applications of a fimilar nature. 
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The Speaker at length pUt an end to the converfation, by ji; 
calling to Mr. Sheridan, who was at the bar, to bring up his t 
bill, which was read'a firft time, and ordered to be printed. 
A few words then pafTed between Mr. Sheridan and Mr. 
Anflruther, relative to the following papers, for which Mr. 
fcheridan moved. 

" That there be laid before this Houfe copies of the char- 
" ters and fetts of the Royal burghs of Scotland notorially 
** copied." The fame were ordered. 

The county eledlion bill having been brought from the 
Houfe of Lords with various amendments, the Houfe pro- 
ceeded to take the faid amendments into confideration. 
r. T0U03 Mr. Toung remarked that although lie did not Ynean to 
make a decided oppofitiou againft the bill, which he believed 
the majority of the Houfe rather wifhed to pafs, he could 
^ tibt avoid hazarding fome obfer vat ions againft the indecency 
of precipitately and inftantly proceeding to put the queftion 
on the numerous amendments made in the Houfe of- Lords 
itj a bill deeply affecting the rights of their conftituents. He 
had all along oppofed the bill, becaufe he confidered it as cal- 
culated to give power to the ariftocracy in oppofition to the 
rights of the people. In the other Houfe, thiiteen diflFerent 
aiijendmepts, and one of them confifting of no lefs than eight 
p^ges, had been propofed by difFerefit noble Lords, and 
adopted. As it was natural, therefore, for Peers, in the 
confideration of fuch a bill, to give it more of an ariftocrati- 
cal form, if pofTible, than it wore when fent up to them, it 
particularly behoved that Houfe to regard the amendments 
of their Lordfhips with peculiar jealoufy upon fuch an ac- 
count, as well as from a general diflike of a bill, calculated 
to give a greater degree of influence to the ariftocracy in elec- 
tions of Members of that Houfe, he begged leave to enter 
his folemn proteft againft reading the amendments fo preci- 
pitately. 
5j-. rcai- Mr. Bearcroft obferved, that to a proteft of fo ferious and 
^^*f' important a nature, fome anfwer would undoubtedly be ex- 

pected. F:e rofe, therefore, to fay, that he fupportedthe 
bill for the vi vv oppoGte reafon to that upon the nccount of 
which the honourable gentleman avowed himfelf its enemy. 
He believed it to be a bill ftrcngly in favour of the democra- 
tical part of the conftitution, and not, as the honourable gen- 
tleman thought, a bill giving additional influence to the arif- 
tocracy. With regard to the number of ameiKinients made 
in the Houfe of Lords, the faft was as the honourable gen- 
tleman had flated. They did amount totlv.rteen in number, 
and i'' >vr.T tr':e, th.u owe of them filled eight pages; but then 
\\\^ obj j;':^ of \\\\x. cue was merely to put into the mouth of 
tlij rpruriiipr^- o'.';c.-r tlu' wordiof tijat part of the bill which 

infliaed 
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infiifked the penalty, and therefore coniifted only of ^r laepe- 
tition of words only agreed to by the Houfe. 1 he other 
amendments were nothing more than verbal correcSlions and 
alterations. 

The amendments were feverally read ; and when the quef- 
tion was about to be put 0.1* the long amendment, 

Mr. Toung contended that although they had before had Mr. Yonag 
feieral bills to reform the reprefent.ition in Parliament, very 
few foch bills as the prefent had been entertained ; the object 
of the bill being to leffen the number of their conftituents. 
Mr. Young repeated his objedion to the bill, on account of 
its ariftgcratical tendency ; and objedled to the amendment, 
becaufe it ftruck him very forcibly, that it would give thofe 
Peers who poflefled elediiou interefls, a power, by means of 
the collefilor*s haying to repeat the words of the penal part 
of the a6k to the voter, to influence his vote. Mr. Young 
explained his meaning, that one very great advantage of oral 
evidence, in preference to that of.written teftimony, was the 
opportunity which it aftbrded-the parties and the court of de- 
riving fome information, or fomething that might lead to in- 
formation, from the countenance, condu£i, and emphafi^ of 
the witnefs. In like manner the coUeSor of votes would be 
able to deter fome from voting, by his awful mode of reading 
the penal claufe, OJr^ induce others (in favour of the fide; he 
wiflied to affift) to vot^ from the light and unimpreffive ftyle 
of reciting it; and tbi«, Mr. Young maintained, would give 
the man, who had |hp lead in a county, a farther power of 
putting in Members. He therefore moved to omit a page of 
the amendment, fpecifying from what words his amendment 
would commence, and where it would leave off. 

Mr, Bearcroft declared that he differed from the honourable Mr. Beat?** 
gentleman ioto ccelo^ and could not but admire the honourable "^"* 
gentleman's realbn for objedling to the amendment. The aft 
contained a penal claufe, and by the amendment it was pro- 
pofed that the colleftor Ihould repeat that claufe to the voter 
previous to his incurring the danger of it. By the laws un- 
der which we lived, Mr. Eearcroft faid, every perfon was 
prefumed to know what the law was, and he believed that 
the prefent moment was the firft in which it was ever made 
•an objedlion, that a man fhould be put in mind of his dan- 
ger, previous to his being liable to incur it. With regard to 
tlie effeft, which was, according to the honourable gentle- 
man's idea, to arife from fomething in the gefture, counte- 
nance, and tone of voice of the colle6tor, he knew no way of 
guaTding againft that, unlefs they were to enact that the 
colIeiSlor fliould repeat the words of the a£l in chains, with a 
a)a(k on, like the ancient chorus with a pitch-pips. 
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Mr. Young took the fenfe of the Houfe on his propofed 
amendment, when the numbers were, . 

Ayes, (for the amendment made by the Lords) 37 ; Noes, 
3. Majority 34- . 

The amendments w'ere then all read and agreed to, and 
the hill paffed. 

The Houfe next refolved themfelves into a Committee on 
the African flave tranfportation bill, when Mr. Douglas and 
Mr, Graham, and their witnefs, were called to the bar. The 
latter having delivered a paper in to the table, retired, and 
Mr. Douglas proceeded to fum up the evidence adduced in 
fupport of his clients. 

As foon as Mr, Douglas had finiflied and Mr. Graham was 
Mr. Corn- about to proceed, Mr. Cornwall ohje&^ed, obferving that, as 
^***' the London petitioners' cafe turned upon the fame merits as 

the cafe of the Liverpool petitioners, and as the latter had 
been fully heard, it was unnecefTary to adduce more evi- 
dence. 

The Committee then proceeded to fill up the blanks, and 

a great deal of defultory coiiverfation took place. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Pitt moved that the operation of the bill be retro- 

ecllorPiu. fpedtive, and that it commence from the loth inftant, well 

known, by all the parties concerned, that fuch a bill was in 

agitatipn. 

Mr. Gafcoyne, Mr. Brickdale, and Lord Penrhyn ftrenu- 
oufly objedled, upon the ground, that to make the bill retro- 
Ipeftive in its operation was every way unfair. 

The blank, however was fuffered to be filled up with th« 
words the tenth ofjune^ 

When the Committee came to fill up the blank refpeSing 
the tonnage of the (hips, and the number of the Africans to 
be carried in thedifFerent-Czed veflels, 
fir William Sir Wtil'iam Dolben propofed to apportion five men to three 
Polbcn. tons, of every fhip of 150 tons burden, or under five feet 
between decks, witli a cabbin fitted up for the reception of 
flaves; three men to two tons in all veflels above 150 tons, 
with equal accommodations, and one man to one ton, in all 
other veflels, without fuch accommodations. Sir William 
iaid this proportion diminijfhed a little upon the average ci 
three years ; that he was awa.re it was not equal to two men 
to a ton, but that no men in his fenfes could believe it to be 
really detrimental to the trade. 
Mr. Gaf- Mr. Gafcoync ohferved, that however refpeflable the af- 
^1^^ fertion of the honourable Baronet might be, it was not, in 
his opinion, founded. He came prepared to ohje£l to any 
lels proportion than two men to a ton, L^nlefs every calcu- 
lation which had been fuhmitted to his noble colleague and 
himfcif was fallacious; lefs than two men to a ton, was lefs 

than 
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than could be confiftent with the continuance of the trade* 
Such a mode of filling up the blanks as the honourable Baronet 
had propofed, would prove an abolition of the trade; and, 
therefore, Mr. Gafcoyne declared, that he muft take the 
fenfe of the Committee upon it. 

Lord Penrbyn obferved, that he concurred with his ho- Lord Pern 
nourable friend, and muft contend againft depriving per-'^'y"* 
fons, fo interefted as his conftituents were in the flave trade, 
of their rightful advantages by an ex poji fa^o law. The 
meafure would aboli/h the trade, as far as the prefent traders 
were concerned in it. On the African trade, it ought to be 
remembered, that two thirds of the commerce of this county 
depended. The Committee might prevent Great Britain 
from carrying on the trade, but they could not prevent other 
countries from carrying it on. They would therefore not 
befriend the Africans. 

Sir fViUiam Dolben aflSrmed, that he had not afferted things Sir William 
incapable of being fubftantiated by proof. He was ready to ^®^^>«>« 
call witnefles, 'and adduce evidence, both by documents and 
fafts. V 

Mr. Gafcoyne wiflied that the witnefles in fupport of the Mr. Gaf- 
bill had been produced ; though to have them then, might be ^^^^^^ 
unparliamentary. 

Sir fVilliam Dolben anfwered, they were at hand, and ready Sir WillUai 
to appear, and were very refpecSable people. Polbcn. 

Mr. Beaufoy rifing next, faid, the remarks of the noble Mr. Bean- 
Lord in fupport of the veracity of the witnefles whom ,the^°y* 
friends of the African trade thought fit to call to your bar, 
I am not inclined to difpute. 7 heir evidence is clear, the 
fafls they have eftablifhed are important, and the natural 
conclufions from thefe fa6ls, however oppofite to thofe which 
they intended fliould be drawn, are, in my judgement, de- 
cifive on the cafe. On this pccafion two queftions arife : 

The firft is, Whether in the prefent mode of tranfporting 
to the Weft Indies the negroes which are purchafed in Africa, 
ftich abufes exift as require the reftri£lions of law ? 

The fecond is. Whether the reftriflions which this bill 
propofes to ena<St, will or will not amount to an abolition of 
tHe trade ? 

Thefe arc the two points to which the counfel who pleaded 
this day at your bar, on behalf of the African merchants, 
direAea his principal attention, and they do in reality com- 
prehend the 'Whole of the bufmefs before us. 

In his arguments on the firft of thefe points the counfel de- 
clared, that the appellation of abufe could only be given to 
fuch a mode of conveyance as is dangerous to the lives oT; 
lualth of the negroes. 1 accept his definition, narrow a,i. 
it isy and fhall make it the baiis of my reafoning. To \.\\^ 

«\)ieft\otv 
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queftion then, h the prefent mode of tranfportation comw- 
tible with a due regard to the lives and healths of the Mri- 
cans, what lias been the evidence at your bar ? What th'e 
language of the witnefles ? They told you, that" five fAt 
fix inches in length, and fixteen inches in. breadth, was as> 
much as their pra£lice, upon an average, allotted to eacfi 
Have; that this fpace was all tlie room they could allow for 
the African and his irons, and that in order to accommodate 
him to this extent, which they defcribed as liberal," recourfe 
is had to every poflible contrivance. In the fir& place, the 
lower deck is entirely covered with bo(Jie&:"lfi the next, the 
heighth between the floor of that deck and the rbof above (a 
heighth which they acknowledge feldom amounts to five feet 
eight inches) is divided by a platform, which is alfo covered 
with bodies. Thus the diftance from the floor on which feme . 
of the Africans are laid, to the platform on which others 
are fpread, is but two feet in many cafes, and but two feet 
and a few inches in the reft ; and trom the platform to the 
upper deck, which conftitutes the roof, there is but a fimilar 
fpace. The fame ingenuity of package, and perfedlionof 
contrivance, is employed according to the witneflTes' account, 
in filling every other part of the veflil in which a human 
body can be flowed. Such is the mode of conveyance. — NoW| 
what from the evidence of the witneflTes at your bar (an evi- 
dence given with reludlance, on a crofs examination, and 
therefore of decifive credibility) is the effeft of that convey- 
ance on the lives and health both of the negroes and the 
feamen ? " I do confefs (fays one of the witneffes) that when 
** I was mafter of the Tartar I loft in one voyage a third of 
" my feamen, and 120 negroes, which was alfo a third of 
" of the whole." Was this the total of your lofs ? " I 
*^ cannot fay it was, 12 negroes periftiedby an accident, they 
" were drowned." Had you no other mortality, except that 
of the 120 negroes, and that of the twelve? " No other 
" upon the voyage, but I loft between 20 and 30 negroes, 
*« by different difeafes, before I left the coaft." — Thus it ap- 
pears that 120 Afcicans, being a third of the whole, dici 
upon the voyage, that 12 more were devoured by difiercnt 
difeafes before his cargo was complfat. Such is the evidence 
of one of the witneffes at your bar ; yet the very counfel who 
Called that witnefs there afferts, that, no abufes deferving the 
notice of Parliament ; none which endanger the lives or 
affedt the health of the negroes, exift in the African trade. 
The counfel, indeed, who is paid by his clients, and who* 
does not conceive that his honour is pledged to the truth of 
his arguments, or that his charader is concerned in the* 
jufticeofhis caufe, may think himfelf at liberty to contra' 
ii& the common feelings^ and affront the common fenfe of 

mankind; 
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exorbitant premiums which at this time are given by the 
French government for the encouragement of its trade to 
Africa. 

Hitherto I have argued on the fuppofition of the counfel, 
that the trade to Africa will continue to receive the counte- 
nance and prote£lion of the French, but there is reafon to 
think, that let the ultimate decifion of the Britilh Lcgifla- 
tare, on this hideous traffic, be what it may, its exiftence 
among the French will fpeedily be aboliflhed. Already the 
beft and moft refpedable part of their great community; all 
pbilofophers, all their men of fcience, all their literary men, 
are earned in their wifhes for its extinftion; and two of the* 
greateft Minifters her government has ever known, Turgot 
and Neckar, have recorded their fixed abhorrence of its cru- * 
elty and guilt. A noble Lord, whofe judgement on this 
fubjedl is undoubtedly the reverfe of theirs, fmiles, I ob- 
ferve^ at the mention- of literary men ; but allow me to tell 
hini> tJiat their influence muft be great in a country in which 
the empire of opinion is all things. Already we have feen them 
accomplilhing more difficult events than the abolition of a 
traffic, which is not lefs difgufting to the reafon, than hate- 
ful to the feeling of our nature; a traffic which exifts but by 
human fuffering, and the gains of which are conftantly pol- 
luted with blood. Has the noble Lord forgotten the fuccefs 
with which, in the perfon^ of the two great men I have men • 
tioned, they oppofed the authority of fcience to the ftern- 
neis of power, and the re«3itude of philofophy to the cor- 
ruptions of a Court ? Does he not know that they have 
adlually effeAed what none, but themfelves have, at any time, 
ventured to attempt; for within the domains of a cruel reli- 
gion thfy alone have erecSled an altar to mercy ? Does he not 
know that they a cwhave inftrufled tlieir countrymen tojifl[ert 
their violated rights, and reclaim their antient conftitution ? 
Does he not know that to them it is owing, that at this very 
Jiour, to the aftonifhment of Europe, the voice of freedom 
is heard in the inmoft receffes of the palace ? Again I repeat, 
that let Britain determine as fhe will, the guilt and infamy 
of this horrid tjaffic will not long be endured m France, 
Thus I have ccnfidered the various abjeflions that have been 
Aated to the bill, and am afliamed to refle£t tint it could be 
neceflary to fpcak fo long in defence of fuch a caufe ; for 
what, after all, is afked by thefe regulations ? 

On the part of the Africans^ the whole of their purport is, 
that thofe whom you allow to be robbed of all things httt life^ 
may nqt unnecefTirily and vantonly be deprived of life too. 
On the part of your feameny all that is fuggefted is, that 
after they have hazarded their lives in your fervice, and 
^ueht the battles'^of their country, you would nol^ vj\\^w 
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pDverty compels them to accept a birth in an African fliip, 
allow tliem to be expofed to ufclefs dangers^ or be coafigncd 
to unneceflary death. 

To the honour, to the wifdom, to the feelings of the 
Houfe Inow make my appeal, perfedtly confident that yoi] 
will not tolerate^ as Senator Sj a traffic which, ^x mm^pujhud- 
der to contemplate ; and that you will not take upon yourfekci 
the refponfibility of this wafte of exiftence. To the me- 
mory of former Parliaments the horrors of this traffic will 
be an eternal reproach ; yet firmer Parliaments have not 
known as youy on the cleareft evidence^ now knownj the 
dreadful nature of this trade. Should you reje^ this hlll^ no 
exertions of yours to refcue from oppreffion the fufftring 
inhabitants of your Eaftern empire; no records of the prof- 
perous ftate to which, after a long and unfuccefiiful war, 
you have reftored your native land ; no proofs, however 
fplendid, that under your guidance, Britain has recovered her 
rank, and is again the arbitrefs of nntions, will fave your 
names from the ftigma of everlafting difhonoun The broad 
mantle of this one infamy will cover with fubftantial dark- 
nefs the radiance of your glory j and change to feelings of 
abhorrence the prefent admiration of the world, — Pardon the 
fuppofition of fo impoflible an event; I know that juftice and 
mercy are the coiiflant attributes of your chara^er, and 
that the luftre of their brightnels is fuch as will endure for 
even 

lord! Ktl- Lord Belgrade animadverted upon the cruelties of the trader 

fii4vc. which had to /'/V mind, been fully proved at the ban He 
noticed the oppofition made to the bill, and reprefented it as 
of that nature which he hoped every gentleman warmed witb 
humanity would condemn. If the prefent mode of carryiag 
on the trade received the countenance of that Houfe, the pcxsr, 
wretched, unfortunate African would not only doubly curfe 
tlie womb that brought him forth, but would doubly cttrfe 
the Britiih nation, whofe diabolical avarice rivetted the chaini 
of his flavcry and his miferies. He truAed that the hoB^ 
rable Members oppofire him (Lcrd Fenrhyn and 
royne) would ur^e no farther op^ofit^an i *" ^*^ 
they would join with t'ne Hor 
empire of humanity, and tl 
the ftrong arm of juftice 
lionour and humanity 
fpirit, exert their pr 
prote61ion and liherl 
ing them in, the Wr# 

ft., w. 'Mr. IV. StnUh 

3:r.i.l). ^^^.j^ jj iirongly 1 
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Mr. Cbancellor P/« declared himfelfmoft unequivocally Mr. chm- 
in favour of the motion made by the honourable Baronet "^'®*^ '^i^f- 
(Sir William Dolben) and exprefled his conviftion, that the 
regulation propofed would not tend to the abolition of the 
trade, but if it did even go to the abolition of the trade, he 
had no hefitation openly and boldly to declare, that if the 
trade could not be carried on in a manner diflFerent to that 
flated by the honourable members oppofite him (Lord Pen- 
rhyn and Mr. Gafcoyne) he would retraft what he had faid, 
on a former day, againft going to the general queftion, and 
waving every other difcufEon than what had, that day, taken 
place, give his vote for the utter annihilation of a trade which 
was fhocking to humanity to hear related, abominable to be 
carried on by any nation, and which refltdled the greateft 
difhonour on the Britidi fenate and the Britifh nation. The 
trade, as propofal to be carried on by the petitioners, was 
cfontrary to every humane, every Chriftian principle, and to 
every fentiment which ought to infpire the breaft of man ; 
and, as fuch, he was determined to refift the prayer of the 
petitioners, and give his fupport to the motion. He hopexl 
that theHoufe, being now in poflefHon of fuch information 
as never before was brought, would, in fome meafure, en- 
deavour to extricate themfelves from that guilt and from that 
remorfe which every man ought to feel for having fo long 
fuffered fuch cruelties, fuch oppreilions, to have been fufFered 
by human beings, as Eritifli fubjedls. He wifhed to alk 
gentlemen what muft be their feelings, were half the unfor- 
tunate Africans now about to be purchafed by Britifti fhips 
on that coaft, to fuffer the cruelties, and the deaths of many 
V)f thofe before fliipped. He was confident that the Houi'e 
would fupport him in any meafure to fnatch thofe unfortu- 
nate beings from the jaws of deftruftion, and from the iron 
hand of unlimited opprefTion, For fuch a purpofe he fliould 
propofe a claufe to enforce the regulations of the prcfent bill, 
if it (hould pafs into a law, to be ftridlly obferved by thofe 
employed in the trade which have already failed, if notice of 
the acEt could be proved to be given to them by a veflel which 
(hould be difpatched from the Admiralty for the purpofe of 
afibrding them fach information, and furnifliing them, if 
ppffible, with a copy of the aft. By fuch regulation taking 
tSkSt after cargoes were laid on board for a greater purchale 
pf flaves than the bill would allow, he was fully aware that 
a lofs would be fuftained by the fufferers of fuch cargoes.' 
Such a lofs he computed to be about ten per cent, and he was 
extremely willing that it ftiould be made good to the mer- 
chants, and doubted not but thiat the Houfe would agree with 
bimin fuch indemnification even if it went to 15 per cent, 
as the whole would not in fuch a cafe (he believed) exceed 
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twelve or fifteen thoufand pounds, an obje<Sk of no confidera- 
tion when the interefls of humanity were oppofed to it. 
Mr. Mirtin Mr. Martin declared, that the noble fentiments of the 
right honourable gentlenoan who fpoke laft, reflded the 
greateft luflre upon him, both as an Englifliman and a man. 

The Committee divided on Sir William Dolben's propofed 
amendments; Ayes, 56; Noes, 5. 

The other blanks were then filled up, and the bill, with its 
amendmments, was ordered to be reported upon the morrow. 

The Houfe adjourned, 

Wednefday^ \%th June. 

The order of the day having been read for the Hoafe to re- 
folve itfelf into a Committee on the bill to prohibit the ex- 
portation of hay for a limited time, the Speaker left the chair, 
and Mr. Drake took his feat at the table. 

The queftion being put, " That this bill be read a firft 
« time," 
sirWiiliam Sii IViUiam Cunynghame obferved that he was of opinion 
Cunyn^- ^h^t, probably thefcarcity of hay about London would prove 
^"^^ very great, nor lefs, perhaps, in various parts of England; 
but the fame reafon did not apply to the part of Great Britain 
from which he came. In Scotland there wa$, laft year, a 
very plentiful crop of hay, infomuch that hay had fold there 
as low as thirty {hillings a load, and there wasfo much ftill 
on hand, that there was not a probability of any deficiency^ 
in cafe no fuch bill paflid. Sir William faid, his country 
had an exportation hay trade, not to France or Spain, (for 
thofe parts of the continent lay too low for them to export to) 
but, to the Weft Indies, where they annually fent fmall 
quantities. He meant, therefore, to propofe to leave the 
word Scotland out of the bill ; yet, at the fame time he had no 
intention of dividing the Committee, or giving any trouble, 
but being theonly Member from Scotland prefent, he had 
thought it his duty to fuggeft thefe remarks; for whatever 
reafon the fouthem .part 61 the ifland had to apprehend a 
fcarcity, the northern part was totally exempt from fuch 
apprehenfions. 

The bill was then read a firft time, and the Committee pro^ 
ceeded to fill up the blanks, which having completed, the bill 
with the amendments, was ordered to be reported immedi-* 
ately, and as foon as the Houfq was refumed, Mr." Drake 
made the report. 
Sir Rob. The fame having been reported accordingly, 

^"^« Sir Robert Smith remarked that he underftood the bill to 

be a tranfcript of a bill that he had himfelf brought in two 
years ago, but that he mnft neverthelefs oppofe it. When 
the bill was introduced two years ago, we had witniefled two 

very 
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very fevere winters, and two years of great fcarcity in refpeft 
to hay. Then it was a well-afcertained fad that an equal 
degree of fcarcity prevailed on the continent, and that mea- 
fures were a6lually going on for the purchafe and exportation 
of the greateft part of the little flock of hay that remained in 
England, to Flanders, France and Spain. There was, at 
that time, therefore, every reafon to dread a£lual famine, in 
refpedl: to fodder fot cattle. At prefent, no fuch ftrong 
grounds had been laid; but although the plea for the bill was 
the neceflity of the cafe, that neceffity had not been proved, 
and the Houfe had nothing before them but ihe loofe declara- 
tion of an honourable Member, that hay would prove ex- 
tremely fcarce: probably hay might be dear at the London 
market, but that was by no means a confideration to govern 
tiie reft of the kingdom; and in many counties he was per- 
fuaded, there was a great deal of hay in hand, and if refrefli- 
ing rains fhould fall, it might produce fuch plentiful crop^ 
of aftergrafs, that the inconvenience held up as an obje<£t of 
fo much alarm and apprehenfion, would, in all probability, 
be fcarcely felt at all. Sir Robert added, that we had expe- 
rienced a very mild fpring, that the crops of turnips had, in 
confequence, been good, and that therefore the formers who 
fed their cattle upon turnips, had not found much occafioii 
to confume and diminifli their flocks of hay. An honourable 
baronet, the reprefentative for the county of Surrey, he un- 
derflood had oppofed the bill, when leave to bring it in was 
firfl moved for, but had withdrawn his objedlions on learning 
that the bill contained a claufe, giving the King in Council a 
power to fufpend the prohibition, whenever it fhould to them 
appear that the prohibition nfeed not be continued. So far 
from that claufe weighing with him in favour of the bill, Sir 
Robert faid, it was the ftrongefl reafon for his difliking it. 
The granting the King in Council powers of fufpenfion, was 
in itfelf highly unconflitutional, and fuch powers ought at all 
times to be relu6lantly granted by the Houfe. The more 
conftltutional way was to leave it to the Minifler to take ofF 
the prohibition at his own rifque, when he thought proper, 
and to let him juflify himfelf afterwards to Parliament, and 
apply for a bill of iftdemnity. In conclufion, Sir Robert de- 
dareid that he difapproved of bringing in bills of that impor- 
tant nature at fuch an advanced period of the feffion, when 
more knights of (hires and country gentlemen were not pre- 
fent. Upon thefe confiderations, therefore, he fliould move 
to recomniit the bill, for the purpofe of moving in the Com- 
mittee, that the claufe granting the power to fufpend the pro- 
hibition to his Majefly in Council be expunged, and llien up- 
on the third reading, he fhould take the fenfe of the Houfe 
whether the bill ought to pafs into a law. 

Vgt. XXIV. Q^ Mx. 
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rr. AW. Mr. Alderman Sawhridge cAferved that he could not avoid 
awbridgc. teftifying his furprife, that the honourable Baronet who had 
ftated cbjeftions to the principle of the hill, (hould have 
chofen that particular ftage of it to meet it with refiftance. 
If the' honourable Baronet difliked the principle, he might 
have oppofed it on the fecond reading, or he might have pro- 
pofed any amendment that he had wifhed to make in it, in 
the Committee. With regard to the honourable Baronet's 
declaration, that the granting powers of fufpenfion to his 
Majefty in Council, was unconftitutional, he agreed with 
him; but what could mark its being unconftitutional more 
ftrongly than the making an exprefs provifion for it in the 
bill r Jnftead of grr^nting this power to his Majefty in Coun- 
cil, the liononrable Baronet recommended it to let the Minif- 
teraflume the power without any authority whatever. Would 
any gentleman ferioufly contend that it was more conftitu- 
tional or more prudent to let the Minifter, at his difcretion, 
affume the power of fufpenfion whenever he thought proper, 
than to grant it to the King in Council for a limited time 
expreflly ? The honourable Baronet had doubted the proba- 
bility of there being a general fcarcity, aad lamented that 
there were not prefent more knights of the ft) ires. For this 
laft circumftance, he^ Mr. Sawbridge remarked, was equally 
concerned, becaufe from the information he had received, 
both from different parts of the kingdom, and from many 
, country gentlemen with whom he had converfed on the fub- 
jedl, and the information he had received from feveral other 
quarters, he was convinced there would be a very great fcarcity 
of hay; indeed the fcarcity of hay was notorious, and he 
could not give a ftronger inftance of it than Devonfliire and 
tlie weftern counties, where the greateft quantity of rain ge- 
nerally fell, and from whence he had been well informed, 
there was not a profpe6l of any hay. Another extremely 
material coufideration was the little probability of there being 
any great quantity of ftraw this year. Gentlemen well knew 
that, in many parts of England, farmers fed their horfes and 
other cattle on ftraw mixed with hay. If therefore there 
was no profpeft of much ftraw, it became neceflliry that the 
little hay we had, or were likelv to have, fhould be kept in' 
tlie kingdom for our own ufe. Mr. Sawbridge declared, he 
was as great an enemy to prohibitions upon the exportation 
of hay, or any other article of export, as the honourable 
Baronet, lie was by no means fond of injunftions upon 
trade. He well knew it was, generally fpeaking, contrary 
to the intereft of a commercial country ; but when it did 
appear highly probable that there would fcarcely be hay and 
otlier fodder fufficient for our home confumption, furely in 
that cafe it w-*s expedient to take care of ouifelves, and not 

export 
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export that which we ourfelves want. Another circunn 
flance was the fimilar fituatian of Flanders, France, and 
Spain» in all of which countries the profpecl of fcarcity, 
both in refpqft to hay and ftraw, was equally great. Upon 
thefe confiderations, he hoped the honourable baronet would 
wave his objeSions. At any r.ite, it was to be wiihed he 
had made tliem, when there was a full Houfe, becaufe he 
was convinced, that in that cafe, had he taken the fenfe of 
the Houfe, he would have found by far the majority of the 
Houfe in favour of the bill. Of this he could affure the ho- 
nourable Baronet, that amongft all the gentlemen to whom 
he had fpoken upon the fubjedt, he had only met with two or 
three who did objed to it, and the honourable J^aronet was 
one of that number. The honourable Baronet might recol- 
left that the bill of a fimilar nature that he had propofed two 
yiears ago, had been objefied to by one or two Merabcrs. 

Mr. Pye obferved that he could anfwer for the county of Mi.Pyc 
Berks, that they had a very fcanty h^y harveft during the 
preceding year; and that the prefent afforded no l>etter prof- 
pefb. Jn fome parts of the county where forty loads of hay 
ufed to be mowed, not above eight Joadsthis year were likely 
to be procured. 

Mn Drake gave the honourable Baronet credit for his ^^'^- ^" 
good intentions, but was rather furprifed at his oppofing the 
prefent bill. Mr. Drake faid, he had chearfully feconded the 
honourable Baronet's bill two years ago, and he was in hopes 
the honourable Baronet would rather have lent his fupport to 
a bill exa£tiy a tranfcript of his own, than have oppofed it« 

Sir Robert Smyth repeated his objedlions to the bill, parti- sir Robe; 
cularly to the claufe giving his Majefty in Council a power ^""th. 
to fufpend the prohibition. Sir Robert conducted with fay- 
ing, that thebeft way would be to put off the confideration 
of the report to another day, by which means they fliould 
be able to come to a fair difcuffion of it. 

Upon the queftion being put, " That thefe amendments be 
" now read a fecond time," the Jrlpufe divided. Ayes, 28 ; 
Noes, 5. 

Upon there appearing to be lefs than forty Meu^bers tliQ 
Houfe feparatcd. 

*Thurfday igth ^une% 

The report of the hay bill was taken into fiirther confi- 
deration; and being read a fecond tim^^, was agreed to. Upon 
the queftion, " That this bill be read ^ third tmie," 

^\X Peter Burrel {'d\A that he had remarked, with concern, SirPetci 
that whenever an opportunity offered for the landholder to ^""«i*' 
promote his intereft, a bill was introduced to prevent his tak- 
hig a fair advantage of it. In this point of \ic\N \\^ CQW^\\<iX- 

0.2 ^ 
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*^ perplex the computations of this country, confound fettled 
<* ideas, create perplexities in dealings, and fubjedl the igno- 
<* rant and unwary to frauds and abufes ; I therefore giveno- 
^« tice, that early in the next feflion of Parliament I (hall 
*^ move for a Committee to confider and report the expe- 
*^ diency of eftabliftiingone general ftandard of weights and 
*^ meafures, tobeobferved throughout the kingdom,** 
The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday y ^uefday^ fVednefday^ and Tlyurfday^the ^ptbofjuntf 
andtheifty 2dy and '^d of July* 

No debate occurred. 

Friday^ ^th July. 

Sir John Miller faid, he iliould make a motion, which, h« 
trufted and believed, would meet neither with obje£tion nor 
oppofition from any quarter whatfoever, being little elfe than 
a mere tranfcript of one that had been made and complied 
with in 1765. An account had accordingly been furnilhcd 
by the Bank of England in that year, agreeable to that inj>- 
tion, and that account he now held in his hand : it amountM 
to the immenfe fum of three million, feven hundred aod 
twenty-nine thoufand pounds, and he fhould not be at all fur* 
prifed, confidering the prodigious increafe of the wealth of 
this country fince 1765, and confequently of its lawfuits, 
if the dead cafh and fecurlties in the name of the Account- 
ant General of the Court of Chancery, now in the keeping 
of the Bank^ of England, fliould, at this day, prove to be 
double that fum. In 1763, an a<fl of Parliament was pafied,. 
authorifing the Court of Chancery " to place out at intereft** 
in the public funds," the fum of eighty thoufand pounds, be- 
ing part of fuch dead cafh, for the purpofe of augmentii^ 
the falaries of the eleven Mailers in Chancery, with two 
hundred pounc's per annum, each for fo long only as no part 
of that fum Aiould be behindhand, and wanting to the faid 
fuitors, but fubjeft to a recall of fuch depofit for the indem- 
nification of faid fuitors, fhould the fame at any time provd 
neceflary. No fuch necellity has, fjnce that period, occurred^ 
or was ever likely to occur. But, Sir John faid, he was very; 
certain that many millions of money would be found lyii^ 
dead in the Bank, alike unprofitable to the fuitors andtlw 
public. To demonflrate whether he was founded or raiflakea 
in this afTumption, was the obje61: of his prefent motioiirf-^ 
When the Bank account fhould be upon the table of the 
Houfe, Parliament would be w^arranted to examine and to 
cxercife its own judgement thereupon. He had not, he faid, 
made up his mind refpefling farther proct edings in the bufi- 
/;4-//, bnt, if fome propofitious fhould not come from quarteri 

more 
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more enlightened and of much higher authority than himfelf, 
he certainly fhould trouble Parliament at a future time with 
fome opinion on this fubjeft, when the Bank account fhould 
be under the eye of the Houfe. 

Sir John then moved, " That there be prepared, in order 
" to be laid before this Houfe, early in the next feffion of 
" Parliament, an account of the annual balances of the dead 
** cafh and fecurities in the Rank of England, belonging to 
** the fuitors of the Court of Chancery, from the ift of Oc- 
** tober, 1739, to the 25th day of March, 1788, diftin- 
** guiihing the dead cafti from the fecurities in each year, 
*^ together with the totals." 

Mr, Martin^ having previoufly obferved that the honour- Mr. Mtitin 
able Baronet had ftiewn him the motion fince he came down 
to the houfe, and afked him to fecond it, added, that he rofe 
for that purpofe; but, as lie knew nothing of it, he muft beg 
leave to referve to himfelf the right of oppofing it, in calc 
he fhould hear any arguments which might incline him to 
imagine that it merited an opp'ofition. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that he felt himfelf left in Mr. Gia»- 
ignorance whether the motion was fuch as ought to pafs or ^^-'^^^ ^"^» 
not, as the honourable Baronet had not (hewn any ground 
for It, or explained why he made it. It appeared to him, 
that the motion would hold out an expectation that there 
was a fum of money capable of being applied to public ufcs, 
which he tlvmght by no means expedient, unlefs it was ftated 
previoufly, that fuch a fpecific fum adlually wis in the hands 
of the Bank. He withed, therefore, at leaft, that the mo- 
tion might be poftponed, till time had been allowed for in- 
quiry. 

f" Sir John Afill/r faid, when tlie motion was complied with, sir joJm 
the Houfe would be able to fee whether there were any large M»'*cr. 
fnms of money of the deicription he had given lying dead or 
Jpiot. If there (hould not appear to be any fuch fums in the 
;Bank9 no harm would be done, very little labour would have 
^been loft, and the paper would remain upon the table for the 
rTatisfafliion of the Houfe. 

Mr. Orde believed that fuch a motion had never been fo Mr. Ordc, 
introduced before. When the motion had been made in the 
^ycar 1765, it was with a view to fatisfy the fuitors in Chan- 
f eery, and to convince them that there was money enough 
^belonging to the Court lodged in the Bank to anfwer all their 
^icl^niM* At prefent, there had been no application from the 
^nttor$ to the Houfe, nor any other ground whatever laid 
J^rthe motion. 
*■ Upon putting the queftiou, the motion was negatived. 

The Maflers in Chancery having brought down the flave 
f. tiajQfportation bill^ with a meifage that the Houfe of Lords 
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liad agreed to the fame) with amendments, and the queAiod 
being put, " That the Houfe do now take the faid amiend- 
<* ments into confideration," 

Mir. Steele. Mr. Steele moved, ** That the confideration of the faid 
** amendments be poAponed till that day three months^" 
which was unanimoufly agreed to. 

fo William ^'^ fVtlllam Dolben then moved for leave to bring in anew 

Ilolb«n. bill for providing certain temporary regulation?, refpefirng 
the tranfportation of flaves in Britifli fhips to the Weft In* 
dies. Leave having been given, Sir William Dolben brought 
in the bill, which was read a Erll time, and on the motiod 
** That it be read a fecond time," 

|tr*<3faaiOD Mr. Gamon faid, he had a petition to prefent from Mr. 
Tarleton and other gentlemen, the delegates of the African 
merchants of Liverpool, praying to be heard by tbemfelves 
or counfel againft the bill. 

The petition was, upon motion, ordered to be brought 
up ; and having been read, 

Xfr.GamoD Mr. Gamon moved, " That the faid petition do lie on the 
^^ table, and that the petitioners be allowed to he heard againft 
*^ the bill, by themfelves or counfel. 

Mr. Chan- Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved that, for his own -part, he 

ceilor Pitt, fhould willingly aflent to the prayer, " that the faid petition 
" do lie on the table;" and yet he muft peiCft in hii objjCC- 
tion againft the remaining words, *^ that the petitioners bcf 
<^ heard by themfelves or their counfel againft the bill." The 
bill that had been juft brought in, and read a firft time, was 
eflentially'the fame with that which had been fent from the 
Houfe of Lords ; but, in order to avoid the difcuffion of cer- 
tain queftions, which muft arife in confequenceof fomerf 
the amendments made by their Lordftiips in the bill, it was 
ufual, in fuch cafes, for the Houfe to introduce a bill of 
their own, fubftantially the fame as that fentfrom the Lords* 
As far as the amendments went, the bill was varied from the 
bill which was carried originally from that Houfe; but then, 
every one of the alterations rendered the bill more favourable 
to the interefts of the petitioners than it was when fent up 
from that Houfe. The moft material new claufe, was one 
appointing commifHoners to inquire into the claims of fucb 
merchants as ftiould incur loftes in confequence of the ope- 
ration of the bill, and to aflfefs the degree of compenfatioa 
to be made. The idea, gentlemen would recolle£l, was nol 
new ; for, he had hirafelf ftated it to the Houfe, when Ae 
bill was under difcuffion ; but as it could not be carried into 
cSeQ. before the next feffion, he had not thought ifncccffary 
lo put it in the bill. Since, however, other perfons elfewbere 
bad thought it neceflary, he was glad the claufe was infertcd. 
To that claufe, however, the petitioners undoubtedly couU 

not 
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not objeft, fince it was a claufe direftly in their favour.—^ 
Indeed, the only claufe on which the petitioners laid any 
ftrefs, was a claufe in favour of fome perfons under contradt 
to furnifli a certain number of flaves for the King of Spain ; 
and thefe individuals, if no fuch claufe were inferted, would 
become fubjeft to pay certain penalties, in confequence of 
their obedience to the bill. The number of flaves which 
thefe contraftors were to fupply, he underftood to be from 
three thoufand to feven thoufand a year, and the number they 
were bound to put on board their mips was by no means fo 
many as had been the general pradlice of the trade, though 
it was not poffible for them minutely to comply with all the 
reftriftions of the bill. It did not, therefore, appear to him 
unreafonable, to except the perfons holding that contradt 
from the principles of the bill ; but, how the merchants o( 
Liverpool could contend, that their interefts were aiFedled 
by the claufe relative to the perfons under contraft, he was 
at a lofs to imagine. Under thefe circumftances, therefore, 
he faw no reafon whatever for hearing counfel ; and when 
-what had pafled in that Houfe already, and the danger of 
delay at that period of the feffion, was confidered, the con- 
duit of the oppofers of the bill ought to be watched with 
fome caution and jealoufy. The Houfe had an undoubted 
right to continue to be the mailers of its condudt, and, in all 
cafes, to decide whether it would hear petitioners by them- 
felves or counfel. Where any real ground for hearing coun- 
fel could be fhewn, the Houfe never would refufe granting 
fuch a prayer, and he would be the laft man to advife fuch a 
refufal; but where there was no fuch ground, as in the pre- 
fent inflance, he trufted the Houfe would not confent to hear 
counfel. He fliould therefore move to leave out the latter 
part of the motion. 

Mr. Gafcoyne declared that he felt himfelf in a very auk- ^^r. Gaft 
ward iituation. He had never heard, till yefterday, that •^y'*®* 
there were perfons holding fuch a contradl as that alluded to. 
He had then heard a noble Lord, very intelligent, and par- 
ticularly in matters of trade, ftatc the claufe that now made 
a part of the bill, and he had only juft been informed, that 
the gentlemen of Liverpool, who were concerned in the Afri- 
-can trade, objedled to that claufe as materially affedling their 
interefts. He was ready to confefs, that, like the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, in his own private opinion, he did not 
^ 'think the monopoly granted to the contradt- holders, could 
^ ferioufly interfere with the interefts of the African merchants 
. 'in general, and therefore he could have wiflied that the pe- 
•titioners might be allowed to be heard by counfel, in order 
*'. that they might make out their own cafe, and eftablifh that 
"■ 'to the convidtion of the Houfe^ which (as they who muft l>e 
:*^ Vol. XXIV. R tU<i 
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the beft jtrdges of it, declared it would) he believed would 
operate as an injury to the interefts of the petitioners. 

Mr.Camon ^^' Camon faid, that, on the principle of humanity, he 
was ready at all tinies to go as far as the honourable Baro- 
net who introduced the bill; but it was a new bill, and by 
no means the fanae with that which went out of the Houfe: 
in fadl, it was a perfedl Proteus; open it one way, audit 
was a bill of humanity ; open it another way, and it was a 
bill of oppreffion. 1 he petitioners felt it in the latter pant 
of view ; they could beft judge for themfelves, and had an 
undoubted right to be heard by themfelves or counfel* 

The queftion was put, and Mr. Pitt's amendment car- 
ried. 

Mr.Gamon Mr. Gamon then informed tlie Houfe, that he liad another 
petition to prefent from Mr» Stephen Fuller, agent to the 
ifland of Jamaica. 

The petition was, upon motion, received and read. It 
contained general arguments againft the bill ; ftating, that it 
had been declared that the whole of the queftion of tlie flav^ 
trade ftiould be referved for deliberate confideration next frf* 
fion ; and that in confequence of advices from the Weft In- 
dies, fo late as the 25th of April Lift, the petitioner had great 
reafon to apprehend an infurrcflion of the flaves, in confe- 
quence of paffing fuch a bill as the prefent, which woaU 
endanger the lives of twenty thou fimd white inhabitants ia 
the ifland of Jamaica alone; it therefore prayed, that the bill 
might not pafs, and that the petitioner might be lieard by 
counfel agaijift it. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt then made the fame motion of amend- 
ment as before, which was carried. 

The queftion was then put, ^' That the bill be now read a 
^* fecond time.'* 

Mr. Gaf. Mr. Gofcoyne remarked, that he ftill difapproved of the 

ciyne. |^i||^ notwithftanding the pains that had been taken with it 
in another Houfe ; norcouldhe avoid contending, that if it 
did not quite ruin the trad^, it would fo cramp and fetter it, 
as, in all probability, to throw it into the hands of ourna- 
tural rivals. If, tliereforc, he had been a Member of the 
other Houfe, he ftiould have entered a written proteft againft 
it; but that not being the cafe, he could only proteft againft 
it in words, which he did moft heartily. 

The bill was then read a fecond time, and a motion made, 
" That it be committed that day to a Committee of the whole 
'' Houfe." 

Mr. Chan- y[^^ Chancellor Pitt mentioned his defign of moving a 

claufe for certain bounties to the merchants, which had been j 
opened in another Houfe; but he intended to carry the prin- 1 
ciple of the claufe fomewhat farther, to which he conceived 

no \ 
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no gentleman would objeft. His claufe aimed efFeSually to 
encourage the prefervation of the lives of the flaves, by en- 
abling, that a bounty of one hundred pounds fliould be paid 
to every merchant in whofe fhip, during the voyage from 
the coaft of Africa to the port of difcharge, the mortality 
fliouId not extend farther than to two flaves in a hundred, and 
a bounty of fifty pounds to the furgeon of tlie faid iliip, and 
alfo a bounty of fifty pounds to the merchant in whofe fliip, 
during the faid voyage, the mortality fliould not extend be- 
yond three in the hundred, and twenty-five pounds to the 
furgeon, Thefe bounties, he hoped, would produce a good 
efFedl; as it had appeared from the evidence, that iiitherto 
the ioweft average amounted to at leaft fix in every hundred 
flaves. But, as this bounty-claufe would afFeft the public 
purfe, it would be neceflTary for the Houfe to refolve itfelf 
into a previous Committee of the whole Houfe, for the con- 
iideration of certain bounties to be granted for the better re- 
gulation of the flave trade, in which Committee he Ihould 
move, that it be an inftruftion to the Committee on the bill 
to receive fuch a claufe as he had fiated. 

1 he Houfe having, upon motion, refolved itfelf into a 
Committee, (Mr. Gilbert in the chair) Mr. Chancellor Pitt 
inoved his inftruflion. 

The Chairman having made his report, as foon as the Houfe 
•was refumed» the Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee of 
the whole Houfe upon that bill, and in that Committee Mr. 
Pitt moved his bounjy.-claufe, and alfo moved to leave the 
words *^ by letters patent," out of the claufe appointing 
Commiflioners to inquire into the claims of the merchants, 
and aflefs the quantum of compenfation, obferving that it 
was better to name the three Commiflioners in the bill. — 
With their confent, therefore, he named Brooke Watfon, 
Samuel Beachcroft, and William Roe, Lfquires, (the firil a 
Member of the Houfe, and the two latter Commiflioners of 
Public Accounts) to which nomination the Committee af- 
fented. 

Having gone through the bill, Mr. Gilbert reported it to 
tlie Houfe, and the bill, as amended, was ord.-rcd to be en- 
grofled; after waiting for fome time for which, the bill was 
read a third time, and ordered to be carried to the Houfe of 
Ijpvd^ by Sir Williar.i Doiben. The Houfe adjourned to 

TlurJ^iay, ith July. 

Sir William Doiben made a motion, for leave to bring in 
a new bill to regulate, for a limited time, the ihipping and' 
carrying flaves in Britifli veflels from thecoall of Africa. 

The refolution of the 4th inftant was read, and Sir Wil- 
liam Doiben then preiented the bilL 
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The fame was read a firft time, and on the motion, " That 
*^ it be now read a fecond time," 

Mr, Gafcoyne brought up two petitions againft the bill, 
one from the merchants of Liverpool concerned in the Afri- 
can trade ; and the other from Mr. Williams, praying tol>e 
heard againft the bill by counfel. The petitions were read, 
and ordered to lie on the t^ble^ 
r.Gaf- Mr. Gafcoyne faid, that after all the trouble both Houfes 
y**^' had taken, the amendment did not render the bill, lefs objec- 
tionable than it appeared to him to be before it firft went out 
of that Houfe. He fliould therefore diffent from it. 
r.Gamon Mr. Gamon obferved that, as far as the principle went, ho 
went with it, as no man was more fincerely a friend to the 
caufe of humanity ; but the bill contained two claufes, which 
it was impoffible for the Houfe to underftand, without fonae 
difcufSon; and thefe were, the compenfation claufe, and that 
containing a provifo in favour of the contradl: of Meflrs* 
Dawfon and Co. with the King of Spain. If, therefore, the 
Houfe did not take time for the difcuffion, but were willing 
precipitately to pafs it through its feveral ftagcs, without de- 
liberation of any kind, he fliould confider it as his duty tq 
move to leave out the Word " now," and infert ihe words^ 
" this day three months." 

The Houfe divided on the queftion, " That the word mw 
*^ ftand part of the motion." 

Ayes, 35 ; Noes 2. 
Tellers. Sir William Dolben, Mr. J. Martin, Mr. Gaf^ 
coyne, Mr. Gamon. 
The bill was then read a fecond time, and the Houfe imr 
mediately afterwards refolved itfelf into a Committee upon 
the bill, (Mr. Gilbert in the chair) when feveral amendments 
were propofed and agreed to. Among others, an amendment 
was moved by Mr. Sheridan, that the furgeons employed on 
board the African veflels, fliall feverally have been attefted 
as having undergone a regular examin«^tion at Surgeons Hall, 
which was agreed to. 

The bill having pafled the Committee, was reported and 
engroiTed, and then having been read a third time, was fent 
up to the Houfe of Lords by Sir William Dolben, 
The Houfe adjourned to 

Thurfdciyy lOth July* 

When no material debate occurred. 

Friday^ 1 1 th July* 

The flave-trade bill, which had been read a third time^ 
thout a diflentient voice, in the Houfe of Peers, was 
ought back by the Mafters in Chancery, and immediately 

x^t.vime4. 
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returned to the Upper Houfe, that it might receive the 
Royal Affent# 

This being given, and the Speaker of the Houfe of Com- 
mons, accompanied by feveral Members, attending at the 
bar of the Houfe of Lords, His Majefty made the following 
fpeech from the Throne : 

*' My Lords and Gentlemen, 
*' IN the prefent advanced feafon of the year, and after 
** the laborious attendance which the public bufinefs has re- 
" quired of you, I think it neceflary to put an end to the 
^* prefent feffion of Parliament. I cannot do this, without 
** expreffing the fatisfaftion with which I have obferved the 
^* uniform and diligent attention to the welfare of my people, 
** which has appeared in all your proceedings." 
*^ Gentlemen of tie Hiuje of Commons, 
** The chearfulnefs and liberality with which you have 
f* granted the neceflary fupplies, demand my particular ac- 
" knowledgements. It muft afFord you the greateft fat'.s- 
•* fadiion, that you have been enabled, without any addition 
*^ to the burdens of my people, to provide for ihe extraordi- 
-- " nary exigences of the Lift year, in addition to the current 
f* demands of the public fervice, and to the fum annually 
^* appropriated to the redu6lion of the national debt.** 
^' My Lords and Genttcmcn, 
" I fee with concern the continuance of the warbetweeiii 
^* Ruffiaand the Porte, in which the Emperor has alfo taken 
*' a part. But the general ftate of Europe, and the aflu- 
^^ ranees which I receive from foreign powers, afford me 
V every reafon to expeft that my fubjedts will continue to 
*^ enjoy the bleffmgs of peace. 

" The engagements which I have recently entered into 
** with my good brother the King of Pruflia, and thofe wMth 
** the States General of the United Provinces, which have 
-; ** already been communicated to you, are direSed to this 
** objeft, which I have uniformly in view, and they will, I 
^* truft, be productive of the happieft confequences in pro- 
** moting the fecurity and welfare of my own dominions, and 
" in contributing to the general tranquiUty of Europe," 

The Lord Chancellor, having firft received dlredioris from 
His Majefty, faid, 
^ " My Lords and Gentlemen, 

" IT is His Majefty's Royal will and pleafure, that this 
I " Parliament be prorogued to Thurfday the 2 5th day of Sep- 
" tember next, to be then here holden ; and this Parliament 
*^ is accordingly prorogued to Thurfday the 25th day of 
" September next.** 

The King then retired ; the Commons withdrew ; atvdl\v^ 
feffion clofqd. ^ 
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DEBATES. 



m 



On WORKS of the YARDS. £. 

To building a houfe for the fecohd affiftaht 530 

b. Towards carrying on a new maft pond» and 

wharfs on the new ground - - . ^000 

To building two maft-houfes, with a new flip to 
join thofeat North fide of the bouth maft 
pond drain - - - 2290 

To building an additional bay of bpathoufes to 

join the others - - - 290 

To laying the floor of the new laying houfe 590 

Towards building a new rope houfe - 1 0500 

To compleating the new hatchelling houfe 1 630 

To compleating the new tarring houfe , 830 - 

To compleating the new boat houfes, and flip 1380 

th. To compleating the new offices for the officers 600 

To building 150 feet running of ftone wharf, at 

the North fide of the Maft Pond - 6450 

To building 165 feet running of ftone wharf, be- 
tween the Landing Hulk and South Dock 10400 
To building 50 feet running of ftone wharf, on 

the South fide of the Boat'houfe Channel 2050 

To building 50 feet running of ftone wharf on 

the North fide of the fioat-houfe Channel 2050 

To compleating the joiners' fliopsand houfe car- 
penters' rooms under them - - 2070 
To building the boat ftorehoufes and cabins 5^7© 
To building the iron ftorehoufes and cabins 5^70 
To compleat the North flip on the new ground 3460 
1. Towards carrying on 70 feet in length of wharf 
wall, on the Eaft fide of the Maft Pond, with 
one wall for forming the locks for mafts, and 
two bays of plank houfes over them, includ- 
ing the expece of digging the rock and rubble 277a 
To blowing and levelling the rock at Whit6 

Hotife Hill - - . 830 

Towards building the North pier and wharf 
and part of the new dock, including the ex- 
pence of digging the rock and rubble 1 1850 
Towards making a pair of gates for the new dock 1600 
To repairing the timber work, and carrying on 
the wharf wall of the South middle jetty 
head . - . . 6200 
To compleat the paving of the maft-houfe flips 

with Purbeck pilchers • r 2 1 10 

888 2Q 



m 
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Brought over - ' - 

To compleat thedigging away the rock for build- 
ing the North eaft new rigging houfe 

Towards building the North-eaft new rigging 
houfe - - - 

Towards building a wall, blowing away the 
rock, &c. at the Eaft fide of the Maft rond, 
to form the road in front of the plank honfes 
over the locks - - , - 

Towards ftuccoing part of the fronts of the ma- 
rine barracks at Stonehoufe, with compofi- 
tion mortar 
Lambetb« Towards building a barge houfe for the barges 
belonging to the Admiralty and Navy Offices 
with apartments over part of them, for the 
bargemafters, and a flip to extend down to 
low water mark, the leafes of the prefent 
hou,fes being expired, and Intended to be 
given up - - - 

Red-Houfe To building a taphoufe and an office for the 
Clerk of the Cheque, with a repofitory for 
books on the victualling premifes 



if- 
88820 

60 

5460 



870 



460 



800 



s«> 



96970 

Grand total for the fhips, brought forward 508000 

Grand total 604970 



ABSTRACT, 

Fortheftiips in his Majefty's yards Hulls 405610 

Rigging and ftore 83030 

For a fliip in Merchant's yard Hull 17000 

Rigging and ftores *' 2360 

Towards the irt^provements in the yards, viituaHing 
premifes, &c. - . ^ - 



19360 
96970 



Grand total 6049?^ 

Viz. The fum of fix hundred and four thoufand nine hundred and 
feventy pounds. 

Cha. Middleton, T. Henflow, Geo. Marfh, Geo. Rogert; 
•^ ABSTRACT 
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A B S T R A C T of the Ordinary Eftimate of the Navy for tht 

Year 1788. 

To the Right Honourable the Lords Commlflioner^ for 
executing the Office of Lord High Admiral of Great 
Britain, the Comroiffioners of the Navy, with their £. s. dm 
Secretaries, Officers, Clerks, Inflruments and Con- 
tingencies relating thereto — — 56730 14 1 



I. 5. d. 

^ 482 
Feniions ^d other Allowances — - 10604 



Superannuated Sea Officers — 31482 I7 11 
-. ^ ' " " " ID II 



Chatham — 


3585 18 





Deptford — 





Woolwich 


4057 16 





Portfmouth 


6126 10 





Sheernefs 


2434 8 


6 


Plymouth 


4946 7 


8 



42087 H 10 



25351 5 a 

^]^ufter Mafler and other officers of the out ports - 4508 611 

. Wages to fliips and veflels in ordinary — 76503 2 6 

. Vifiuals to officers and men ferving therein — 33096 7 6 

^ ;Charge of harbour, moorings, and harbour rigging 02870 o o 

I Ordinary repairs of His Majefty's fhips *m harbour, and 

! of the docks, wharfs, buildings, &c. * — 216445- o o 

Half pay to fea officers — -^ 1830QO o o 

Bounty to chaplains — — • 1 231 17 6 

Orditiary charge of the vifkualling eftablifhmen t 29 1 35 1 7 i 

Ordinary charge of fick and hurt feamen — 6150 7 o 



Total of the ordinary eftimate of the navy 

for the year 1788 r— 737110 12 7 



An 



136 PARLIAMENTARY A. 178?. 

An Account of the total Net Produce (paid into the Exchequer) of 
the Duties of Excife; the Duties on which fh^U have ampunted to 
loool. or more, between the 5th of January 1787, and the 5th 6i 
January 1788. 

£. s. J. 
England 6018923 il 3 
Scotland 2061704 00 £• u d. 

— — 6225627 ti 3 

Perpetual Duties 
England 601 180 o o 

Scotland 16000 00 

— 617 180 o i 

Annual Duties ! 



{Ixcife Office, London, 
April 23d, 1788. 



Total 6842807 II 3 ] 



G. J* Cholmondeleyn 
D. Papillon, 
W. Lownde%. 
M. Burrell^ 
M. Whifli, 
H. Reveley. 



J.Webb, Accomptant GeQCxaJi 



As 
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ant of the Total Sums paid into the Exchequer, between 
I of January 1787 and the 5th of January 1788, on Account 
Stamp Duties ; diftinguifliing the Sums paid on each Tax. 



ited Stamps 

fcc. 
xchange 



salers' Licences, and Race Horfes 

rfes - - - 

Medicines 

es for killing Game 

1' Licences 

ters Licences 

y ... 

)uty, Scotland - 

ce Duty - - • 



£' 


s. 


d. 


602,494 


12 


8 


96,516 


18 


I 


4,268 


'5 


7 


8i>i3'i 


14 


4 


41,470 


8 


2 


25,196 


9 


II 


22,707, 


16 


8 


4,328- 


9 


10 


169,410 


12 


9 


11,018 ' 


7 


2 


45,898 


16 


5 


25.583 


18 





4,393 


7 


10 


12,199 


12 


3 


13.243 


1 


II 


1,096 


4 


I 


7,226 


5 


2 



ip OflSce, 
23d 7788« 



£. 1,168,185 10 8 



J. LLOYD, pro Comptr. 



XIV- T Ap 



138 



PARLIAMENTARY 



An Account of the net Produce of the Duties of Cufloms, ] 
Stamps, and Incidents, between the 5th Day of April, 1781 
the 5th Day of April, 1787; and between the. 5th Day of 
17H7, andthe 5th Day of April, 1788. 



1787- 



175 



Cuftoms 

£xcire 

Stamps 



INCIDENTS. 



Salt, 5th April, 1759 — 

Additional duty, loih May, 1780 — 

Ditto, xidjanc, 1782 — 

, 700 per week letter money, ift June, 1711 
4300 — — ^73^ 

Seizures, 25th Odt. 1760 — '^- 

ProfFcrs, ditto — — 

Fines of Ifeales, do. . — 

Letter money, do. — — 

Alum mines, do. — — 

Compofition duty, do. ■— — 

Alienation duty, do. — — 

fines and forfeiturf s, do. — — 

Rent of a light houfe -^ — • 

Rent of Savoy lands, do. -— — . 

6d. per lib. on penfions, a4th June, 1711 — 
IS. deduft on falarics, Set. 5th April. 1758 

Houfes and windows, 10th Oft. 1766 *— 

Houfes, 5th April, 1778 — — 

Hawkers and pedlars, 23d June, 1710 — 

Hackney coaches, ift Auguft, 171 1 — i 

Ditto ^ 1784 — 

Hawkers and pedlars, i3d July, 1785 — - 

Firft fruits of the clergy — — 

"Salt, iftAuguft, 1785 — — - 

Tenths of the clergy — — — . 

Men fervants, 1777 (arrears) — 

Two-wheel carriages, 17S5 — — 

Four-wheel do. — — • 

Carts, ditto — — — 

Men fervants, do. — — 

Female ditto — — — 
Horf^^s, ditto — * -— • 

Shops, ditto — — — 

Waggon>, ditto — — — 

Houfes, anno 1717 — . — 

Confol. letter money, anno 1787 — 

Ditto fait, ditto — — — 

Total of incidents — — 

Total of culloms, excifc, ftamps, and in- 
cidents — — — 



£' '- 


•d. 


£• 


4045x4^ 5 


6 

8: 
9;; 


3817628 


566-195 s 


6368189 


1153680 9 


rxiiS?^ 


»3962X 15 


i5| 




"58655 11 


6 




.61281 I 


14 




36400 







I19600 • 


■ 




5478 r8 


*\ 


4152 


665 16 


^ 


666 


58oi 15 


4 


675^ 


1050CO 





lOIOOC 


p6o 





96c 


I 10 





A 


135^ IS 


4 


^433 


IGS 





1 40c 


6 .3 


4 


ii<l 


47400 





411 oc 


3299s 2 


*f 


16757 


398917 18 


1 1| 


40847c 


128820 s 


4 


136542 


157s 





1454 


9824 8 


II 


II21J 


12979 





1076$ 


1720 13 


II 


io8g 


6413 9 


3 


5164 


X2000 







9903 14 


lox 


9893 


Z-; 16 


4 




22690 6 


9 : 


X9092 


103710 4 


4-; 


131037 


6891 18 


7:; 


10853 


78326 6 


10 


95431 


^7434 14 


7$ 


29989 


89964 X 


10 


114459 


43427' 7 





593'3 


12163 II 


4f 


17334 


773 10 


3 


82 


— 




156000 


— 


- 


361595 


16S2887 12 


6f 


1765S61 


12546112 13 


7 


13163257 



Exchequer, the 28th clay 
of April, 1788. 



JOHN HUGHSC 



A. I788. 



DEBATES. 



»39 



\n Account of the Total Produce of the Duties and Cuftoms; dif- 
tinguifhing, as far as poffible, the grofs and net Produce on every 
fepa rate Article, the Duty of which has amounted to ^. looo or 
more, in thp four Quarters preceding the 5th Day of January 1788. 

Net Rcvcnuc.fub- 

jc^t to the Pay- 

-^ , , . , mcnt of BouR- 
^ - „ . - Drawbacks paid or .^ .„j«r,^. 
Grofs Receipt of n..,:,Ut. oa Fv- ""' *"** of ccr- 

portation. and alfo to the 

Charges of Ma- 
nagement. 



kflies, Pearl 
(arrllla 
Srimftone 
Jriftlcs, undrcft 
:ork 

f Cortex Peruv. 
Ginfang 
Juniper Berries 
5' J Manoa 
S • Quickfilver 
' I Sach^nim S^turni 
I Senne 

tSuccus Liquiritias 
Elephants Teeth 
Feathers for Beds 
^Almonds Sweet 
Coffee 
Currants 

Ginger 

Nutmegs 
^ . Pimento 
S{ i Prunes 

g I Lipra 
.^ ^ Mala;;a 
^ ] Smyrna 

I^Solis 
Rice 
L Sugar Brown 

Hsur, Human 

Hats, Chip 

Hemp, Rough 

Incle, Wrot. 

jron, Par 

Lemons and Oranges 

e f Camb ricks 

,8 s Canvas, HefTens 

H V * Spruce 



1028 12 
220;;o 16 
1 1460 7 

3734 17 

6974 

2872 13 

1C03 18 

2710 9 

14B3 14 



x^ 



I 
o 

2 
2 
6 

9 
8 

II 
3 

5 
o 

3 2 

^9 

9 5 
5 " 
o o 



1606 
3908 

3483 
3878 

7938 
1 1700 
66716 

3564 10 

5010 6 

1869 18 

6220 2 

4191 I 
36720 10 II 

I3S4 7 J 



7 



4 
4 
6 

o 

4 
10 



5SH 
3726 

9190 18 

26S22 12 

8252 17 

III4925 17 

• 1769 14 

5795 o 

• 64188 It; 

3038 18 

iz2o8d 5 

• 11176 6 
. 14899 6 

25047 12 

14929 4 
T 2 



o 
7 

S 

1 1 

9 
6 

o 

8 

8 

7 
2 
6 
II 
9 



lOI 

567 

50 

598 

1633 

1 2 

47 
US 



2 3 
'9 7 

II 

3 S 

1 9 

o 

18 
15 



27 
1523 

8 
33^5 

2186 

86 

3944 

J55 
88^0 

lOI 

1621 
412 

34 
871 

4^74 
83643 

1780 

104 

10774 

172 

491 

2191 



3 
o 

. 4 
16 3 

8 '8 

5 lo 
2 o 

19 4 



o 10 

6 II 

18 4 



1028 
21949 
10892 

3643 
3180 
6376 
2021 
2860 
956 

2594 
1469 

1579 

3908 

i960 
3870 

457^ 
1 1 700 
64530 

3478 
1065 

1714 

4089 
25098 



I 

9 

7 

3 

t 
o 
o 

13 8 



18 



3 

I 

9 

6 



o 

14 

4 

17 o 
? II 

«i 

o 

2, 
I 

9 
o 



II 5 13101 
15 3 3691^ 

16 4 83 1 Q 

8 II 2254.8 

82^2 

9 9 1031282 

1769 

o 5339 

2 62407 

6 2934 

8 1 1 1305 

9 1 1004 

14^99 
14 10 22555 



14 XI 
12 7 

15 8 
8 9 



3 
6 



2 

3 

17 II 

8 o 

14 6 

15 o 

18 6 

17 2 
15 II 

i I 

18 I 



14^) 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A. It 



Net Revenue,rab«. 

jeft to the piy- 

-^ .1, 'j^ ment of Boon- 

GroftRecriptof ^'^^^^T^^ tics, and of ca- 

Duties. payable on tx- ,ji„Drawbacks, 

portation. andalfotQthe 

Charges of Ma* 

nagcmeat. 





'Damaflc Sil. Tabling - 


2119 17 





103 ? 


10 


^o;6 15 2 




Germany, Narrow - - 


59576 i) 


i 


16054 18 


1 


43521 II p 




Lawns, Sil. Holl. whined 


H33 7 


10 


663 19 
2468 12 
146 1 I 


10 


1769 8 


• 


. --.^ TT 11 "Ul^-^A 


1514 10 
19444 19 








§ ^ f Broad, above 22^ - 


2 
8 


3 
5 


1/^83 18 J 


'1^ 


'1 51^ 


3463 3 


3 


494 19 


S 


2968 3 10 


« 1 3^2 




^^ — 36 - 


20223 18 


4 


8352 13 





11871 s - 




P^ Drilling 


4132 17 


5 


773 13 





3359 4 J 




L Narrow 


7689 2 





^39 ij 





7449 7 
J2765 I 8 


. r Ordinary 


15235^ 2 





2470 p 


4 


g I Sallad 
"-; I Train 


4524 I 


6 


283 14 


9 


4240 6 
5400 I J 16 


5765 6 


10 


364 II 





Pitch and Tar 


7314 8 


10 


129 II 


7 


7184 17' 5 


Seeds, Clover 


1592 6 


S 


21 I 


I? 


?{7f 4 6 


Salt, White 


1664 15 


2 


1921 14 


s 




t-Raw 


274^.7 I 


II 


1865 2 


^ 


^5631 19 9 


^ I Thrown 


142828 8 





4397 15 


9 


138439 ** 3 


^ I Wrought 


377S S 


2 


951 18 


6 


2?23 7 ^ 




f Bear, Black 


6166 I 





5.^57 





509 \ 




Calf, Tanned 


3741 5 


II 






3741 511 




Deer in Hair 


12639 12 


3 


4158 II 


10 


848J 9 5 




Indian, | drell 


1042 10 


. I 


648 15 


II 


393 H ^ 


m 

1G 


Goat, Tanned 


4214 5 


10 






4214 5 i<J 


'^ '^i Kid in Hair 


2362 6 


7 






2362 6 1 




Martin 


7701 19 


10 


6276 17 


6 


1425 ? 4 




Otter 


2648 11 


10 


2175 I 


3 


473 JO ) 




Seal 


2912 13 


4 


12 7 


6 


2900 5 19 




LWolf 


4293 18 


9 


3501 3 


6 


792 ij 15 


Smalts . - - 


9218 14 


9 


1404 I 


8 


7814 13 t 


Spirits, Brandy 


63769 17 


9 


1654 7 


4 


621 15 10 J 


— Rum 


39885 


10 


1^223 6 


8 


24661 14 2 


Tobacco - - - 


4b2c;40 10 


8 


52560 15 





409979 15 S 


Thread, Sifters 


19^5 9 


II 


144 19 


10 


184P 10 I 


Turpentine, Common 


6867 17 


3 


34 15 


3 


8833 2 


Wax, Bees - 


4254 II 


2 


62 18 


6 


4191 12 


, (-French 


61207 6 


10 


6168 7 





55038 19 '0 


S J Port 


302442 14 


3 


7788 10 


I 


294654 4 ^ 


j;: 1 Rhenlfii 


5^74 13 





630 4 


1 1 


5244 8 « 


*^ v.Spanifli 


86c)3 , 





21093 >5 





54260 18 


r Battens 


5 


8 10 


4 


8684 II ' 


'c Deals, Ordinary 


X05180 17 


7 


7 V 


8 


105x72 19 !' 


2 ^ Oak riank 


3704 "9 


2 






12518 16 lO 


1^ Staves, Hhd. and Pipe - 


1 3 180 II 


4 


66 X 14 


6 


(^Timber, Fir 


52020 15 





3 3 


I 


52017 II «' 


^^ted Eaft-India Goods 


2^5202 'c; 


2 






255202 5 ^ 




ited Do, - 


i5'?5 3 


4 






45 '95 -VJ 



lu X788. 



DEBATES. 



241 



NetReveirae^rub- 

jcd to the Pay* 

^ r« . r Drawbacks paid or «cnt of Boun- 

Grofs Rccapt of ^Ic on Ex- ^«' *^^ f ^f 

niifi^c r / tain Drawbacks, 

and alfo to the 
Charges of Ma- ^ 
nagemeat 



Puties. 



porcatioxu 



134438 



> 214109 



Tea 

15 and 18 percent. Goods - 247990 14 
>ums paid by the Receriver"^ 

Gen. of the Counties to 

the Receiver Gen. of the 

CuflomSy to make up the 

Deficiency on Tea 
Elemittanceft made by the Re- 
ceiver Gen. pf the Cuf- J, 70000 

toms in Scotland - - J 
Subficly received on Goods 1 j^tAmA 

exported ^ - - "J 



4 
7 



134438 o 
247990 14 



214109 6 K 



^"1 



^mount of Duties received 

on C ' ' -I . r^ rL 

wife 



on Coals brought Coafl- I 516666 18 



} 



o o 

7 9 

9 



70000 p 
141676 7 
516666 x8 



^mounjt of Ai'ticles accQunt-' 
ed for, thie Duties where- 
of upon each have amoun- 
cd tOjf . 1000 aijd upwards, 
on Importatioij 

^moijnt of the Grofs Re-^ 



►♦4866357 2 2 303216 3 9 4566981 18 3 



An^ountofnctl 



noijnt or the ijrols Ke- ^ An)ountot net j 

ccipt of the Cufloms in > 4064742 4 8 Payments l^^,,,^<r ._ ^t 

the Year 1787 -' J ^^ ^'^ ^ intotheEx- P^^W^ ^9 H 



^mount of the Duties of the 'j chequer. 

Articles above accounted 1*4866357 2 2 



for,' brought down 






852504 19 o| 



Remains unaccounted for - 



Infpeiftor Gejieral's Office, 

Cuftom Houfe, Uondon, 

2 8th April 1788, 



98385 z 6 Which Sum arifes on 
fmall. Articles, the 
^Duties whereof did 
not amount to 
^. 1000 on each, 

THOMAS IRVING, 

Infpedor General 

pf the Imports alid Exports of 

Great Britain. 



An 



i4t 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 1788 



An Account of the total Sums paid into the Exchequer, between the 
5th Day of April 1787, and the 5th Day of April 1788, on Ac- 
count of the Duties o^ Stamps; diftinguifhing the Sums paid on 
each Tax* 



Confclidated Duties 

Jnfurance Duty • - - 

Burials, &c. - ^ - 

Bills of Exchange - • 

Receipts - ^ - ^ 

Hats - - - , 

Plate . - - . 

Horfe Dealers' Licences, and Race Horfes 

PoftHorfeDuty ... 

Medicine . » . 

Game ^ . . 

Attornies' Licences, &c. 

Pawnbrokers 

Gloves - - . * 

Perfumery . ^ - 

Judges' Duty in Scotland 

Apprentice Duty . . . , 



£^ 


s. 


J. 


616526 


12 


8 


97499 


18 


I 


4081 


»5 


7 


88265 


14 


4 


42993 


8 


« 


25253 


9 


II 


22873. 


16 


8 


4198 


9 


10 


■ 179557 


1? 


9 


. 11372 


7 


z 


'44959 


16 


3 


26104 


18 


9 


4232 


7 


10 


12<j82 


12 


3 


J2232 


I 


II 


103 1 


4 


% 


7363 


5 


2 


1201029 


10 


8 



Stamp OfBce, 
^pril 29th, 1788. 



J. LLOYD, proCompt, 



Aa 



!8« 



DEBATES. 



H3 



.ccount of the total Net Produce (paid into the Exchequer) 
le Duties of Excife ; the Duties on which fhall have amounted 
[oool. or more, between the 5ih of April, 1787, and the 5th 
Lpril, 1788 



England 
Scotland 



6,121,186 

247,002 



J. d. 



15 

8 



H 



I' 

6,368,189 



s. 
3 



d. 

8f, 



England 
Stotland 



Perpetual duties 
603,123 
17,000 

■ 620,123 

Annual malt, &c. 

Total 6,988,312 



3 n 



B. Before the nth of May laft, when confolidation took place, 
3tpro<luce of rates on feveral articles taxed at the fame time^ 
one fubfidy, and was paid into the Exchequer accordingly in the 
;ate; therefore no account can be rendered of the net Produce in- 
I Exchequer, of many articles feparately, before the nth May, 

G. J. Cholmondely, 
D. Pap i lion, 
W. Lowndes, 
M. Burrell, 
St. Brookfbank, 
M. Whifli, 
H. Reveley, 
J. Olmius. 
Excife OflSce, London, 
April 29th, 1788. 

James Webb, Accomptant General. 



Ktw 



,44 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A« 178& 



An Account of the total Sums arifing from th« Duties on Inh^ited 
Houfes, under an Adl of the 24th of his prefent Majefty, which, 
in purfuance of the faid A6b, have been paid over by the Perfons 
appointed to receive the fame, to the Receiver General of His Ma- 
jefty's Cuftoms, between the 5th of January, 1787, and the 5th of 
January, 1788. 



1787. 






Anno 


£. s. J. 


Jan. 8 Somerfet - - 


- James Coles - 


« 


1785 


906 


Do. - - 


• 


178b 


IIOO 


Wales, North 


- Bel'l Lloyd 


- 


1784 


400 


,Do. 


- Do. - 


- 


1786 


1000 


9 I.incola 


- Bartholomew Claypon 


Do. 


1500 


15 Derby 


- Samuel Crompton 


- 


Do. 


1000 . 


16 Surrey 


- John Ford 


- 


1785 


1800 


Wilts 


- Edmund Wilkins 


- 


178^ 


iij l6 8 


Devon 


- Daniel Hamilton 


- 


1785 


1400 


Do. - 


. Do. 


- 


1786 


200 


26 Lincoln 


- Bartholomew Claypon 


1784 


986 15 of 

1070 10 $1 


Do. 


. Do- 


- 


1785 


27 EiTex - 


- John Yeldhain 


- 


1784 


84 10. 6 


Northam.andRut. T.W.Partington . 


- 


1785 


500 


29 Salop 


- Somerfet Davies 


- 


1784 


173 3 3i 


Norfolk 


- Roger Kerrifon 


- 


1786 


1500 


31 Warwick 


- Thomas Little 


- 


1785 


2000 


Feb. I Norfolk 


. William Fiflicr 


. 


1786 


2000 


Eflex 


- Robert x\ndrews 


- 


178? 


352 16 4f 


Cumberland, &c 


. Matthew Atkinfon 


- 


Do. 


99 ^ ^ 


3 Devon 


- Daniel Hamilton 


- 


1784 


loi I 4t 


Suffolk . 


- John Spink 


- 


1786 


1000 ^0 


Wilts - 


- Thomas Phipps 


- 


Do. 


1000 


Scotland 


- Hon. Keith Stewart 




1785 


3000 


Northam. and Ri 


jt. T. W. Partington 


- 


Do. 


400 


^ 6 Derby 


- Samuel Crompton 


- 


Do. 


1000 


Bucks 


- Philip Box 


- 


Do. 


342 18 5I 


7 Wai-wick 


- Biyan Troughton 


- 


Do. 


800 


9 Whales, South 


- Peter Du Bullion 


- 


1784 


54 18 8| 


JLondon, &c. 


- C. E. Wilfonn - 


- 


1786 


I 0000 © 


Spmerfet 


- Charles Hutchinsfs 


- 


1785 


50 


Do. 


- Do. 


- 


T786 


1800 


xo York 


- George Cooke 


. 


Do. 


1000 


12 Norfolk - 


- William Fiflicr 


- 


1785 


800 ' 


Do. 


- Do. 


• 


1786 


500 


Somerfet 


- James Coles 


- 


1784 


1 1 II 11 2I 


13 Cheilcr 


- Thomas Mills 


- 


1785 


44 4 9 


14 Warwick 


- Bryan Troughton 


. 


1786 


600 


tt; Wales, North 


- Bell Lloyd 

- Francis Steward 


- 


1784 


51 4 'i 


16 Dorfet 


. 


1786 


1000 


Nottingham 


- George Mafon 


- 


Do. 


1000 

■r«T • -L 



Warwick ; 



\ 



t78S. 



D E B A T £ S. 



II 



28 

Ch 2 



7«7' 

16 Warwick 

Hereford 

Do. 
t9 Kent 

Scotland 

Warwick 

Leicefler 
2Z Hertford 

W^iks North 

Monmouth 

Durham an 4 Nor- 
ihumbcrliind *> 

Do, r 

Surrey 

Worcefler ^ * 
«7 Kent 

Stafford 

Cambi idge and Ely 

Derby 

York 

Do, 

Surrey « «• 

Wilts 

Do, 
3 Devon 

Do. 

Oxford * * 

Somerfet 

5 Norfolk - 
Northam. and Rut. 

6 Leiceftcr 
Do. 

8 Warwick - *• 
Gloucefter 
Do. 
Do. 

Stafford - 
Do. 
Devon ■» 

16 Surrey 

17 Wales, North 
21 Oxford 
i2 Norfolk * 
44 Wilt* 

Lincoln * 
56 Norfolk - 
27 Hereford 
29 Norfolk - •• 
Lancaftcr 
Do. 
3 Somerfet - * 
Do. 
)l.XXIV. 



I 





Annd 


Bryan Troughton 


1784 


John Cam 




DO; - - - 

Sir B. Bridges, Bart. 


I you 

1785 


Hon. Keith Stewart 


Do. 


Thomas Little 


Do. 


Rogers Ruding 

John Balchen Weft - 


1786 


.,84 


John Herbert - 


.78s 


Paul Morgan - 


1784 


Aubone Surtfees 


1785 


Do. 


1786 


John Ford * 


1784 


Jofeph Berwick 

Sir B. Bridges, Bart. 

Francis Cobb -* * 


1785 


1786 


1784 


Samud Francis - 


Do. 


Samuel Crompton 
Marmiiduke Conftable 


1786 


George Cooke 


Do. 


John Ford * * 


1785 


Edmund Wilkins - 


1785 


Do. 


1786 


Richard Rofe Drcwe 


V^ 


Do. 


Thoiiias Walker 


1784 


Charles Hutchings - 


Do. 


William Firticr - - 


1786 


T. W. Partington 


178s 


Rogers R uding - 


'^!5 


Do. 


1786 


Thomas Little - - 


1785 


Sir John Guife, Bart. 


1784 


Do. 


;;?! 


Do. ^ - - 


Francis Cobb * - 


nil 


Do. 


Richard Rofe Drewc 


Do. 


_ ohn Yeldham 


1785 


^ ohn Ford 

" oKti Herbert - 


Do. 


.784 


^rhoma Walker 


1786 


Roger Kerrifon •» 


Do. 


Thomas Phipps * - 


1785 


Thomas Fydell - - 
William FiQier - * 


Do. 


Do. 


John Cam -«. 
Ro^er fCerrifon 


1784 


178J 


ahn Gregfon 
)o. * 


Do. 
1786 


ames Coles • ^ 
D^. 


:;y 



560 

1200 

356 

2 coo 
loco 

IDOO 

7 
400 



t70 10 



U5 

J. 

6 
o 
o 

7 
o 

o 

o 

H 

o 
6 



u 



56 o o 

2210 o o 

154 o si 

1 300 o o 

^000 Q O 

78 14 Hi 

4» 3 9 

500 
iboo 
1000 
1 00b 

600 

500 

400 

606 

1215 1; 

30 15 

500 o 

28 19 

cod a 

000 0, 

200 o 

.22 18 ta^ 

2000 o o 

500 6 

400 o 

660 o 

800 o. 

37 9 

20^6 o 

251 6 

1000 o 

iooo o 

26 10 

2500 o 

908 10 2J 

"84 15 iij 

1000 o o 

300 o o 

aooo o o 

29; o o 

577 0/ 



o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

5 
o 

o 

6 

o 

o 

o 



o 

o 

9 
O 

1 

o 

7 
o 
o 
z 
o 



t46 



PARLIAMENTARY 



1787. 

April 4 London, &c. 
5 York 
12 Do. 
14 Devoa 

Do. 
30 Warwick 
Do. 
Do. 
ElTex 
May 2 Do. 

3 Cumberland and 

Veil more bnd - 
Derby 
Southamptou 

4 Suffolk . - 
c Norfolk 

7 Wilts - 
Chcfter 

Huntingdon - - 
Dorfct 

8 Warwick - 
Wales, North - 
Somerfet 
Southampton 

9 Effcx 
Bucks 

Nonham»andRut. 
Stafford 
Cornwall 

ro London, &c. 

Do. 

York 

Durham, &:c. 

Bedford 

Do. 

Bucks 

Somerfet 

York 

Norfolk 
n Glouceflcr 

Do. - 

Hertford 

Wales, North 

Do. 

Surrey 

Worcefler 

Do. 

Wilrs • 

Nottingham 

Do. 

Scotland 

Do. 



A. X78J, 



C.E.Wilfonn - . 

Marmadykc Conilablc 

Do. 

Daniel Hamilton 

Do. 

Thomas Little 

Do. 

Bryan Troughton 

Robert Andrews 

John Yeldham 

Matthew Atkinfon 

Samuel Crompton 

John Jennings - 

John Spink 

VVilliani Fiflicr 

Thomas Phipps 

H. C. Cotton 

Ovi (ley Rowley 

Francis Steward 

Rryao Tr&iigbton 

Pt^ierDu Bjiflbn 

Charlta Hutchingi 

John Jennings 

John Yeldham 

Pbilip Box - 

T. W. Partington 

Francis Cobb - 

Charles 'Raflileigh - 

C. E. Willibnn 

Do. 

G. G. Cooke 

Aubone Surtecs 

John Miller 

Do. 

Henrv Tomkins 

Charles Hutchings 

Marmaduke Conflablc 

Roger Kerrifon - • 

Sir John Guife, Bart. 

Do. 

John Balchen Wefl - 

Bell Lloyd 

Do. 

John Ford 

Jofeph Berwick 

Do. 

Edmund Wilkins 

George Mafon - 

Do. - 

Hon, Keith Stewart 

Do. 



Anno 
1786 
Do. 
1785 
Do. 
1786 
1785 
1786 
1785 
1786 
178J 

1786 

Do. 

178? 

1786 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

1786 

178J 

1786 

Do. 

i7€6 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

l^^ 

1786 

Do. 

Do. 

1785 

1786 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

1785 

1786 

1785 

Do. 

1786 

1785 

1785 

1786 

1785 

Do. 

1786 

17S4 

'7^5 



15000 o 

1000 6 

83 19 

300 

120 

1000 

1500 

900 

40C0 



81J 



2000 
1000 
478 
3000 
1000 
1 500 
3000 
2000 

2COO 
2000 
1500 
3800 



l 



I 
























6831 13 6 
2800 O 
2000 
•2600 
3000 

2590 

4000 

16000 

2200 

2100 

2160 

3400 

230 
1000 
1500 

550 

3SP0 
1185 

300 

400 

2324 
2 J 00 

176 

300 

478 u 
1500 

2000 

3000 
Lciceibr 





















si 




J 







« 1788. 

.'7^7- 

ay II Leiccflcr 

Do. 

12 York - 
14 Huntingdon 
16 Hertford 
21 Kent 
Surrey 

23 Wales, South 
Do. 

24 Lincoln 
Do. 

25 Norfolk 
Surrey 

26 Cambridge and 

30 Hereford 

31 York 
Devon 

. York 
Leiceftcr 
le I Lancafler 
2 Derby 



Lam, &c. 



Wilts 

Suffolk 

Salop 

Durhj 

Do. 

7 Berks 
Do. 

8 Derby 
Surrey 

9 Devon 
Do. 

12 Lancaflcr 
Somci*fet 

13 Glamorgan 

14 Lincoln 
Salpp 



11 



Surrey 
York 



19 Stafford 

20 Wales, North 
Do. 

22 Salop 
Suifex 

23 Lincoln 
2^ Monmouth 

Do. 

Norfblk . 
Hereford 
Wales, North 

2 Derby 

3 I-ondon, &c. 



DEBATE 



- Rogers Ruding 
-Do. 

- George Cook 

- Owfelv Rowley 

- John fealchen Weft - 

- Sir B, Bridges, Bart. - 

- John Ford 

- Peter du Buiffon 

• Do. 

- Thomas Fydell 

- Executors, of H. B. 

Parey 

- Roger KerrifoB 

- John Foixi 

Ely fchriftopherPemberton 

• John Cam 

- George Cooke 

- Richard Rofe Drewc - 

- Marmaduke Conftable 
. Rogers Ruding 

- JohnGregfon 

- Samuel Crompton 

- Edmund WilkiAs 

- James Oakes 

- Thomas Eyton 

- Aubone Surtees 
-Do. 

- John Dcane 

-bo. 

- Samuel Crompton 

- John Ford 

- Richard Rofe Drewe - 

- Do. 

- John Grcgfon 

- James Coles 

- Edmund Trahcrne 

- Bartholomew Claypon 

- Thomas Eyton 

- John Ford 

- Marmaduke Conftable 

- Francis Cobb 

- Bell Loyd 

- Do. 

- I'homas Egerton 

- William Mitford 

- Thomas Fydell 

- Paul Morgan 
-Do. 

. William Fidier 

- John Cam 

- John Herbert 

- Samuel Crompton 
. C, E. Wilfonn 

U 2 



s. 




>4; 


Anno 


/. '. 


J. 


\IU 


212 2 


i 


700 





178s 


101 14 


2 


Do. 


137 1-2 


s 


1786 


7III 





Do. 


80OQ 





Do. 


5000 


• 


.785 


106 





1786 


2700 





178+ 


192 19 


7i 


.785 


3!>6 n 


2 


Do. 


39^ 13 


4 


1786 


2000 


0- 


Do. 


2000 





Do. 


1300 





,786 


4900 





Do. 


1200 





Do. 


2000 





1783- 


21 7 


I 


Do. 


113 18 


4 


1786 


500 





Do. 


3000 





Do. 


2000 





Do. 


1000 





\IU 


97 





360 





'7!| 


500 





1786 


3000 





'"^J 


7^ 9 


4i 


1786 


4000 





\lll 


300 





1400 





Do. 


8500 





Do. 


1885 





1785 


162 19 


oi 


,78fr 


3000 





Do. 


1350 





Do. 


2000 





Do. 


1000 





Do. 


1500 





'78s 


145 





1786 


800 





Do. 


238 8 


I 


1786 


5000 





Do. 


25CO 





;;li 


212 II 


ll 


5:0 





Do. 


?ooo 





1785 


200 


6 


Do. 


loi 14 


oi 


1786 


I coo 





Do. 


20O0O 






'^Q'C^V^© 



t4S 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 178S, 



1787, 
[uly 5 Northam.anclRut. 

10 Devon 
Do. 

J 3 Glamorgan 

;4 Lincoln " ^ 

17 Oxford 

19 Bucks ■» -r 
it^ Glouccfter 

26 War\vtck * 

27 Dorfet f 
Do. 

^ugiJift .2 Wilts 

Soraerfct 
Do. 
3 Cornwall 
7 Eflcx 
Warwick 
9 London, &c. r 

Hereford 
x6 Nottingham 

Cambridge ajid EJy 

20 Glouceiler 
. Do. 

Derby 

21 Leiceftcr 

25 Suftblk 
Kent 

27 Northam. and Rut. 

29 Worcefter 
Do. 

30 Devon 

31 Wilts 

Do. . - 

Derby -^ 
Sept. 5 Waks, North 
6 Staflford - 

11 Do. 

13 Surrey -^ r 

Salop 
20 Hereford • - 

York 

Oxfofd f 
24 Somerfet •? 

York 
2:; Cornwall 

26 Durham, &:c. 

28 Cheilcr 
Worceficr 

OTi^^ter I Huntingdon 

2 Norfolk 

3 Durham, &c. 
^ London, ^<c. 
9 Som rict 



Anno 

T.W.Partington - 1786 

Danici Hamilton - 1785 

Do, - • 1786 

Edmund Trahernc - Do. 

Thomai Fydell - Do. 

Thomas Walker *- 1784 

Philip Box . 1786 

Sir John Guifc, Bart, • Do. 

Thomas Little - 1786 

Francis Steward - 1786 

Do. - - 1787 

Thomas Phipps - 1786 

Charles Hatchings • Do. 

Do. . 1 787 

Charles Raflileigh • 178^ 

Joha Yeldham • 1786 

Thomas Little Do. 

C. RWilfonn • 1785 

John Cam • " 1786 

George Mafon - Do, 

Chriftophcr l^embcrton Do. 

Sir John Guife, Bait. ijS(; 

Do. T -f 1786 

Samuel Crompton - Do. 

Rogers Ruding - Do. 

John Spink - - Do. 

Sir B. Bridges, Bart. - Do. 

T. W. Partington « Do. 

Jofeph Berwick - 178; 

bo. ^ T - 1786 

Daniel Hamilton -^^ Do. 

Edmund Wilkins - 1785 

Do. - - 1786 

Samuel Cromptc^n -^ Do. 

John Herbert -^ Do. 

Francis Cobb - Do. 

Do, . ' 1785 

John Ford - - 1786 

Thomas Eyton - Do. 

John Cam - - 1785 

Geori>e Cooke - 1787 

Thomas Walker - 1786 

Charles Hutchins - 1785 

Marmaduke Conilablc 1787 

Charles Raflilei<^h - Do. 

William Surtccs - Do, 

H.C.Cotton . 17B6 

Jofcnh Berwick - 178^ 

bwlcly Rc^vlcy ,. 1786 

Roger Kciri Ton - Do, 

Aubone Sr.rtccs - 1787 

C, E. Wilfonn - 1786 

Juiiivs Coles - - 1785 



iC. 


J. 


J. 


2000 








700 








1300 








1500 








450 





Q 


20 


7 


5 


400 








*ooo 





Q 


75 


13 


i 


500 








500 








1300 





9 


1600 








400 








188 


^7 


oi 


ipoo 


p 





500 





Q 


775 


16 


6 


50* 








1000 





a 


5QO 








350 





Q 


300 








500 





Q 


?®oo 








500 


Q 





2500 








500 





Q 


600 








1800 


6 





8qo 





Q 


90 








509 








700 








loop 





Q 


locp 








34 


4 


3 


4000 








300 







t 



126 15 li 

600 



1000 

1000 
590 
650 
800 

4C0 

1000 

1675 

50000 

16 





I H 









>l 
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DEBATES. 



10 



12 

^9 



10 



Somerfet 

Lancaftcr 

Devon — - 

Huntingdon 

ElTex - 

Do. 

Dorfet - 

Do. 

Somerfet - 

Do. 

Devon - 

Warwick - 

Cumberland, &:c. 

Do. 

York - 

Do. - 

Southampton i 

Northam.andRut. 

Do. 

Suffolk 

Gloucefter - 

Nottingham - 

Gloucefter - 

Do. 

Bedford - 

Do. - ^ - 

Do. 

Suffolk - 

Kent - 

Do. 

Derby - - 

Leicefter - 

Cornwall 

Elfex 

Suffolk - 

York - 

Hertfofd - 

Wilts - 

Salop - 

Norfolk - 

Berks 

Wales, South 

Wilts - 

Do. 

Cambridge and Ely 

Do. 

Suffolk - 

Hereford 

Do. 

Lincoln - 

Derby - 

Durham, &c. 

Oxford 



■4 



Anno 

James Coles - - 1786 

John Grcgfon - - Do. 

.ichard Rofc Drewc - Do. 

Owfely Rowley - Do. 

Robert Amdrews - Do. 

Do. - - , 1787 

Francis Steward - 1786 

Do. - - 1787 

Charles Hutchins - 1786 

Do. - - "1787 

Richard Rofe Drewe - 178^ 

Thomas Little - 1 786 

Matthew Atkinfon * 1787 

Do. - - Do. 

George Cook - 1786 

Do. - '•1787 

John Jennings - Do* 

T. W. Partington - Do. 

Do. *- - 1786 

John Spink - - Do. 

Sir J. Guife, Bart. - 1786 

George Mafon - 1787 

Sir J. Guife, Bart. - 178^ 

Do. • - 1787 

John Miller - 178^ 

Do. - - 1786 

Do. - - 1787 

John Spink - - Do. 

Sir B. Bridges, Bart. 1786 

Do. - - 1787 

Samuel Crompton - Do. 

Rogers Ruding - 1786 

Charles Raflileigh - 1787 

JuLii \iivihaiii — Do. 

Jtimcs t^kea - Do. 

Geofi^rc Ctiok - Do. 

John'Balchcn Weft - 1786 

Thomas Phipps - 1787 

Somerfet Davies - 1785 

William Fiflitr - 1787 

John Dcane - 1785 

Peter Du Buiffon - 1 787 

Edmund Wilkins - 1786 

Do. - - J 787 

Chriftopher Pcmbcrton 1786 

Do. - - 1787 

ohn Spink - Do. 

ohn Cum' - - 1786 

Do, .. - 1787 

Thomrs Fydcll - Do. 

Samuel Crompton - 1785 

William Surtees — "^"i^l 

Thomas Walker - i-j^c^ 





149 


/. 


J. 


d. 


872 








aooo 








800 








2000 








2000 





P 


3000 








?oo 








1000 








100 








2100 








71 


8 


45 


900 








580 








2000 








250 








2400 








5400 








1900 








1400 








188 


I 


7 


12QO 





.0 


1000 








140 








1000 








I 


6 


S 


405 


»S 


I 


350 








1000. 








1300 








6200 





0' 


1000 








1000 








2000 








2000 








2400 








4500 








485 








1000 








321 


2 


6 


600 








459 


16 


10 


1000 








200 








900 








500 








1500 








1500 








300 








600 








206 


6 


«i 


4 


8 


4. 


laoo 


Q 


^ 


\OQO 


c> < 






Qi-iS 



^SP 



PARLIA MENTARY 



A. i788« 



1787. 



l)cc. 13 Oxford 

Wilts 

Dorfet 

Warwick - 

14 Suflex 

Southampton — 

Worccfter - 

17 Norfolk 

Scotland - - 
x3 Cumberland, &c. 

Monmouth 

York 
i^ Salop - - 

Suflex 

Lincoln - - 
ao Stafibrd - - 

Do. 

Wilts 

Warwick - - 

Cambridge and Ely 

Surrey • - 
21 Norfolk - - 

Berks 
34 Cheilcr - 

Do. - - 

29 York 

Norfolk - - 

Lancaftcr - 

Do. 
31 Wales, North - 



Jan, 



178S. 



5 



Oxford 

London, &c. 

Oxford 

Salop - 

Do. 

Surrey - 

Do. 



Thomas Walker 
Edmund Wilkins - 
Francis Steward - 
Bryan Troughton - 
William Mitford 
John Jennings - 

Jofeph Berwick - 

Roger Kerrifon 
Hon. Keith Stuart - 
Matthew Atkinfon 
Paul Morgan - 

George Cooke - 

Thomas Eyton 
William Mitford - 
Thomas Fydell 
Francis Cobb - 

Do. * 

Thomas Phipps - 

Bryan Troughton - 
Chriilophcr reraberton 
• John Ford - - 
William Fiflicr 

iohn Dean - — 

[, C. Cotton 
Do. 

Marmaduke Conflable 
Roger Kerrifon 
John Grcgfon »- 

Do. 
Beil Lloyd . - 

Thomas Walker - 
C. E. Wilfonn 
Thomas Walker 
Thomas Eyton 
Do. - 

John Ford - 

bo. 



Anno 
1786 

J78S 
Do. 

1786 
Do. 

1786 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

1787 

1786 

Do. 

1787 

1786 

Do. 

1787 

1786 

1787 

Do. 

1786 

I>o. 

Do. 

Do. 

1787 

Do. 

Do. 

1786 

1787 

1785 



£-' 


J. 


d. 


1000 





9 


r 


10 


4 


800 


2 


8 








276 


II 


'i 


156 








3^H 








1000 








40QO 








21 


17 


9 


500 


"0 





i8 


17 


11 


1250 








4000 








206 


6 


8f 


231 


16 


6 


2000 








176 


^5 


8 


4000 








266 








4000 








500 








2000 








436 


18 


1 


3500 








4000 








1000 








600 








4000 








1200 










Total 530990 16 sf 



Oificc for Taxes, 

7th April, 1788. 



John Trenchard, 
t)aniel Bull, 
John Eames, 
George Blount, 
F. Fownes LuttrcU. 



.1788. DEBATES. 151 

fiiraate of the Charge of defraying the Civil Eftablifliment of the 
Province of New Brunfwick, in America, from the 24th of Juni^ 
1788, to the 24th of June, 1789. 

The falary of the Lieutenant Governor - - 1000 

Chief Juftice - - 500 

Sakiry to three AfEftant Judges, 300I. each - - 900 

Attorney General - - 150 

Secretary, Regifter, and Clerk of the Council - 250 

Naval Officer • - 100 

Surveyor General of Lands 1 50 

Agent - . - - 150 

To ftipends and allowances to Minifters - - 6co 

To an allowance on account for unforefeen contingencies 500 



4300 



Aa 



IS* 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A« i78Sf 



An Account of the Net Produce of all the Taxes from the 5th of Ja- 
nuary, 1786, to the 5th of January, 1787; and from the 5th of 
January 1787, to the 5th of January, 1788. 



1787- 



It 3?. 



Cuftoms 
Stampft 



INCIDENTS. 



Salt, jth April, 1759 — 

Additional duty, loth May, 1780 

Ditto, 2 zd June, 1784 

700I. per week, letter money, ift June, 171 1 
a30ol. per week, ditto, 1784 — 

Seizures, ditto, 17^0 .^ 

FroScTi^ ditto -^ -* 

Fines of leafes, ditto — 

Alum mines, ditto — 

CompoHtioiu, ditto — . 

Alienation duty, ditto — 

Fines and forfeitures, ditto 
Rent of a light houfe, ditto — 

Rent of Savoy lands, ditto — 

Letter money, ditto — 

6d. per lib on penfions, 24th June, 1721 
IS. deduA. on falaries, 5th April| 1758 
Houics and windows, loth O^ober, 1766 
Houfes, 5th April, 1778 — 

Hawkers and pedlars, sih July, 1710 
Hackney coaches, ift Aug. 17 u 
Ditto, 1784 — — 

Hawkers and Pedlars, sth July, 1785 
Firft fi uits of the clergy — 

Salt, ift Auguft, 1785 — 

Tenths of the clergy — 

Male fervants, ditto, 1785 -^ 

Female ditto — — 

Four-wheel carriages, ditto — 

Two-wheel, ditto — 

Horfes, ditto — — • 

Waggons, ditto — 

Carts, ditto — 

Shops, ditto — 

Houfes and windows, ditto, 1727 
Male fcrvanis, ditto, 1777, arrears 
Confol. letter money, ditto, 1787 
Ditto fait, iitio — 



Total of cufloms, excifc, ftamps and inci- 
dents — — ' 



£' s. 


d. 


£. s.d. 


4063314 7 


2- ; 


3714477 X ♦ 


5531U4 ^ 


lO- 


6225627 II 3 


1181464 II 


10 ', 


ir82o6o 16 


2418^3 4 


lo} 


8^0461 10 i 


60463 3 


21615 7 J 


61954 


6 


22183 13 9 


36400 





13300 


1196CO 





43700 


4442 14 


7 


5429 13 9 


635 16 


II 


661 9 2 


6073 15 


4 


6676 6 4 


960 


■ 


960 


2 10 





2 13 4 


I35» 15 


4 


2433 15 4 


105 





1400 


6 13 


4 


1S6 13 4 


95000 


9 


93000 ^ 


53300 





41100 


29410 16 


ti 


3210* 6 3 


414050 13 


1; : 


411021 19 i 


125470 


>C; : 


14008 I 5 IX : 


1925 





1554 7 »^ 


93H 8 


II 


13219 15 4 


11979 





14269 


2070 13 


II 


1488 13 ii| 


6413 9 


3 


5164 1 ID 


12000 





3OCO 


9903 r4 


10 


9893 16 4 


64586 18 


6 


9791* 6J 


1 906 1 19 


C; 


33994 6 8 


86407 14 


I 


13451* rj 10^ 


18595 16 


8 


30046 19 10 - 


72448 


6 


1 10885 1 9 


8446 18 


2- ■ 


18530 IS 2 


4887 





iitgi 12 7} 


3279« 6 


7' 


64265 I I 


773 10 


3 


82 9} 


20 19 





* 17 4 








99000 c 








235669 7 il 


1613661 i< 


; * 


1800969 7 si 


12389555 I 


ji 


12923134 17 1} 



Exchequer, the 3d Day 
of April, 1788. 



JOHN HUGHSON. 
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PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 1788. 



An Account of the total Produce of the Duties of Cuiloms, diffiii- 
guifhing, as far as poffible, the grofs and neat Produce* on every 
feparate Article, the Duty on which has amounted to £. icx)0 or 
upwards; between the 5th Day of April, 1787, and the 5th day of 
April, 1788. 

Neat Prodace, fub- 
jc£t to the Pay- 
ment of certain 
Drawbacks, of 
Bounties, and of 
Hxpences in^ar- 
red in Manage- 
ment. 

£' ^' ^• 

I 116 I 3 25264 1$ 10 

II 620 19 5 11795 17 6 

o 9^ 5 3 3904 4 9 

7 37 ^8 9 3253 17 10 
II 707 18 3 5832 18 8 

8 ^356 .9 II 2340 \4 9 
5 10 16 5 2352 7 



SPECIES 

o F 

MERCHANDIZE. 

Barrilla 
Briniftone 
Briftles, undrcil 
Cork 

r Cortex Pcruv. 

j Ginfang 
. j Juniper Berries 
So J Manna 
2 **> Quickfilver 
'^ j Saccarum Saturni 

j Senna 

LSuccus LiquoiitiiB 
Elephants' Teeth 
Feathers for Beds 

r Almonds, Sweet 

j Currants 

I Ginger 
Cocoa - • 

Nutmegs 
Pimento 
g ^ Prunes 
^ fDenia 

S I Lipra - . 

B ^ Malaga 
;5 j Smyrna 

LSolis 
Rice 
^^ Sugar, Brown 
Hair, Human 
Coffee - - * 

Hats, Chip 

Ditto, Straw 

Hemp, rough 
Incle, Wrought 
''•^n. Bar 



Grofs Receipt 
Duties. 

£. s. 

• 2^380 17 

■ 12425 16 

4000 10 

3291 16 

6540 16 

4696 14 

• 2363 3 

- 2897 8 
1446 13 

. 1863 S 

' 3931 3 

• 2040 15 

3666 5 

5860 5 

61859 12 

4497 19 

4935 9 

• 1470 4 
i860 10 

• 14655 10 

• 5913 18 

• 13426 17 

■ 6378 17 

■ 53^9 I 
5481 9 

■ 27445 12 

7685 o 

- 1119040 7 

2066 12 

11041 13 

' 3538 2 



Drawbacks paid or 
of payable on Goods 
exported. 



I 

2 

6 

9 

9 
3 
4 
8 



114 15 

14 10 

113 9 

1428 o 

9 12 

1144 16 

2266 16 

133 17 

3462 15 



4 

10 

3 
9 

S 
7 
7 
4 



2 Nett Duty — 



o 

9 
I 
8 

10 

3 
4 
6 

4 
10 
o 
3 
S 



194 8 

11618 18 

116 II 

1356 7 

76 8 

40 1 

719 10 

6865 17 



2782 
143* 
1749 
3931 
1C12 
3656 

4715 

59592 

4364 

1472 
1470 
1666 

303^ 
5797 



12 8 

.12 



3. « 

'5 3 

13 

9 i 

IS 8 



II 12070 

I I 6302 

2 5-69: 
10 4761 

3 20579 
7685 

8481 1 19 61034228 
2066 
Nett Duty — 1 1041 
414 6 II ^123 



, 9 
8 II 



I 

18 6 

ij 5 

4 

8 4 

12 

15 6 



63670 6 2 
3080 7 3 



1668 
122 15 2 



62002 2 
57 12 



121792 9 5 11943 2 I 109849 7 4 

Lemom 



A. 1788. 



DEBATES. 



^55 



SPECIES 

OP 

MERCHANDIZE. 

C^fnons and Oranges 
''Cambricks 
Canv^Sy Heflens 

: — Spruce 

Daro. Sil. Tabling 
Germany, Narrow 
Lawns, Sil. Holl. Whited 
not Holl, Whited 



6 



r Broad, above 22 j 
j ' above 31I - 



^ -^ ■ - above 36 

^ I Drilling 
J^ Narrow 
3il,' Ordinary 

Sallad 

— — Train 

Pitch and Tar 

Rozin 

5alt, White 

>ecds, Clover 

Silk, Raw 

-— — Thrown 

— — Wrot. Crapes, &c. 

Bear, Black, 

Calf, Tanned, 

Deer in Hair 

— — Indian, | dreft 

Goat, Tanned 

Kid in Hair 

Martin 

Otter 

Seal 
I Wolf 
Sm^ts, 

Spirits, Brandy 
— — Rum 
Tapes, Open, 
Tobacco 
Thread, Sifters 
Turpentine, Common 
Wax, Bees 













Neat Produce, fob* 














jcft to the Pay- 














ment of certain 














Draxbacks, of 














Bounties, and of 






Drawbacks 


paid 


or 


Expences incur- 


Grofs Receipt 


.f 


>ayableoa 


Goods 


red in Manage- 


Duties. 






exported. 






nient. 


£' 


J. 


il. 


£' 


J. 


J. 


£. r. J. 


11379 


I 


I 


213 


18 


S 


II165 2 5 


17013 


14 


4 


699 


13 


5 


163I4 I£ 


18419 


3 


I 


543 


3 


4 


1787s <() 9 

I3I38 16 


15388 


I 


•s 


2249 


5 


1 


1917 


16 


2 


94 


16 


1822 19 8 


48652 


16 


8 


15257 


I 


10 


33395 H 10 


2308 


8 


8 


1032 


8 


II 


1275 19 9 


14.68 


fi 


10 


235s 


II 


3 




19655 


IS 


5 


1637 


12 


S 


18018 c^ 


3329 


10 


3 


528 


II 


9 


2800 i'8 6 


20260 


17 


2 


9H7 


2 


4 


11113 14 10 


4154 


10 


4 


894 


U* 





3259 16 4 


7704 


t3 


II 


278 


15 





7425 18 II 


13272 


18 


10 


1329 


17 





1 1943 I 10 


4S96 


19 


8 


27s 


9 


6 


4621 10 2 


8737 


19 


- S 


^38 


15 


II 


8499 3 6 


7014 


12 


10 


112 


9 


I 


6902 3 9 


1358 


7 


2 


1737 


3 


8 




2467 


19- 


7 


4 


1 


II 


2463 17 8 


18324 


17 


3 


1502 


6 





16822 II 


145285 


19 





3352 


13 


7 


141933 5 S 


2846 


17 





534 


I 


6 


2312 i; 6 
655 10 


5747 


10 





5092 








1 741 


7 


7 








1 741 7 7 


12340 


7 





4120 


I 


10 


8220 5 2 


1131 


17 


6 


57^ 





7 


560 ;6 II 


4373 














4373 


^735 


8 


I 








2735 8 I 


7766 


I 


4 


4:96 


7 


6 


3569 13 10 


2680 


^7 


3 


2065 


7 


6 


615 9 9 


2919 





8 


10 


14 


7 


2908 6 I 


42 s8 


4 


3 


3995 


^3 


6 


262 10 id 


9072 


I 


8 


1640 


2 


3 


743^ 19 S 


74826 


12 


10 


1734 


II 


8 


73092 I 2 


41805 


7 


7 


142O8 


8 


9 


27536 18 10 


429610 


7 


8 


57962 


13 


9 371^47 '3 II 


1881 


H 


3 


. lOI 


I 


I 


1780 13 z 


7276 


16 


/ 


34 





3 


7242' 16 4 


5536 


17 


4 


77 


3 


6 


54^9 13 10 


61316 


I 


10 


7631 


^5 


5 


53684 6 5 


2991 10 


^9 


9 


6381 


13 


4 


292729 6 s 


Xz 










Wine. 



*S6 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A.J11 



5 P EC I £S 



lAERCHANDIZE. Duties. 



Drawbacks paU or 
Grofs Recapt of ' payableon Goods 



exported. 



Neat Prodoce, i 
jeft to the P 
ment of cth 
Drawbacks, 
Boapties, an 
^xpenres ini 
red in Mans 
loeat. 



Wine. 



1 



^ 



fRhcnifh 
\ Spanifli 7 
Batteni ^ ^ - 
Deals, Ordinary 
Oak Flanks 

Staves, Hhd. and Pipe 
L Timber Fir 
Rated Eail-India Goods 
Unrated ditto 
15 and 1 8 per Cent Duties 
Tea 

Sums paid by the Rec. Gene 
ralofthe Counties, to make > 
up the Deficiency on Tea 3 
Remittances by the Receiver 1 

General of the Cufloms of ^ 1 30000 
Scotlat^d 3 

Subfidy on Goods exported - 1461 37 
Duty on Coals carried Coaftwife 5 2604 ; 



£■ 


s. 


J. 


£' S' 


J. 


if . ^- 


^5743 


2 


7 


.384 


10 


5359 * 


84253 


I 


3 


20009 I 

' 8 10 





64244 
9166 10 


9"S 


Q 


6 


5 


103341 
3801 


4 


7 


S3 H 


8 


103287 9 


7 


5 






3801 J 


13540 


5 


9 


S73 18 


8 


12966 jr 
$0523 10 


50524 


8 


5 


12 


S 


312053 


17 


7 


— 




312053 17 


45 '95 
Z.7 1 248 


3 


4 


— 




4SI9S 3 


; 


6 


— 




271248 I 


13057* 


I 


II 


— ^ 




130572 X 






217975 3 10 



00 — 



II 
13 



?'797S 3 



J 30000 c 

146137 II 
^26045 ij 



Total 4967992 5 7 307525 2 o 4661732 K 



Grofs Receipt of the Guftoms 5091 2 78 9 7 Neat Pay-"i 
Total Amount of the Duties'! ments into I 3817289 

accounted for, brought I 4967992 5 7 theExcheqJ 



down 



123286 4 o which Sum 
arifes out of fmall Articles, 
Duties whereof did not 
amount to loool. 



844443 «< 



Cuflom Houfc, London, 
30th April, 178H. 



THOMAS IRVING, 

Infpei^or General of the Import 
and Exports of Great Britaini 
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%Si PARLIAMENTARY A. 1788. 

An Account of the Value and Amount of Goods, being Foreign Pro- 
duce and Manufafture, entered for Exportation to the Britifh Su- 
gar Colonies, from the feveral Ports in Great Britain, from Cbrift- 
jnas 1786, to Chriftmas 1787; diftinguifliing fuch Goods as have 
been imported by the Eaft India Company* 






Z3 



Species of Goedsm 

Beads coral — 

Scoks bound -— 

Boxes pills — 

Brimftone — 

Bugle, great — 

f Beans — • 

Oats — 

Oatmeal — ^ 

.Wheat flour — 

Almonds bitter — 
Aloes Cicotrina 
— — Epatica — 

Antimonium Crudum 
Aflfa FsBtida — 

Camphire unrefined 
Cantharides — 

Caffia Lignea — 

Cardamoms *- 

Cortex Peruv. 
Cream of Tartar 
Gambogium — 

Gum Arabic 
Jallap — 

Ifinglafs — 

Juniper berries 
Manna — * 

Myrrh — 

Oil perfumed 
Opium — 

Quickfilver — 

Radix Ipecacuana 
■■■ Serpen taria 
Saccarppi Saturni 
Sarfaparjlla — 

Senna — 

^SuccusLiqupritise 

Drugs at value 



^antity. 



2 
100 
120 

29 



o 
o 

12 



18 
18 



17 



3I 

o 
6 
o 

535 

14967 
92 o 

24 o 

1 2 

6oi 

47 
o I 

425 
10 

663I 
»397 

2i 
6267I 

2 12 

9l 
024 

5o8i 

1 4 

2 7 

787^ 
795 
23^ 

3271 

2101 

1841 

83 

A^ 

Oil 

37ci 
o o 



o 
5 



Falue. 



I' 



d. 



26 



I 


4 


16 





29 


6 


III 


I 


43 


7 


437 


8 


981 


8 


92 


»5 


12 


I 


4 


•5 


2 


5 


I 


»5 





6 


5 


6 





10 


199 


I 


186 


18 





8 


940 


2 


6 


JO 





16 


I 


10 


74 


2 


4 





13 


18 


88 


12 


8 


12 


6 


»9 


81 


16 


63 


I 


45 


I 


16 


12 


9 


10 


40 


»4 


46 


7 


I 


10 


275 


14 



10 


3 

9 
II 



6. 

I 

4 

3 

3 
10 





4 

I 

4 

3 


II 



I 



I 

3 

6 

3 


4 
8 

9 


9 



Annotto 



i. l^^S. DEBATES. 

Species of Goods. ^antity. 



5 rAnnotto — 

3 J Braziel 

l^ SafFron — 

5 LSmalts — ■ ■ 

Feathers for beds 

Flax rough 

Fifh, cod 
Almonds, fweet — 
Aniiifeeds — 

Barley, pearl — 

Cinnamoa — 

Cloves — 

Coffee f 

Currants — 

Figs 

u* Mace 

g <^ Nutmegs — 

Pimento — 

Prunes — i 

Raifms, Denia — 

— -^ — Lipra ' — 

■ Smyrna — 

. Solis 

Rice — 

Sugar, brown 

Turmeric 

Hats, chip — 

ftraw 

Incle, wrought 

Iron, bar 

Lace, bone 
"Cambricks — 

Canvafs heflens —* 

fpruce — 

Damafk Silefia napkening 
ditto tabling 



s 



40 

O 2 3 21 

4^ 
605 

40 o o 

55 o o 
1624 

3 » 

22 I 
266 



^5 

20 



i67i 



o o 

171 I 

S 3 

279I 
4 . 



12 

12 

3 



57 
28 
46 

38 

429 
2 



19 
6 

10 
2 
8 

7 
20 



Diaper Silefia napkening 
Diaper Silefia tabling 

— Ruflia narrow under f ell 
Germany broad under 36 inches 
— — ^ narrow 

- ditto ftriped 
HoUand&Flan. under i s i - 8 ell 
kifli plain 6i to 1 8d. for bounty 
'> ihccting, ditto, ditto 



I 
2 
2 
2 
o 
o 
I 
4 

600 

43 6 
139 14 I 26 

131 
16661 

130 I 
739 2 

524 

83s 

3887 

598 



13 
13 



29 
126 



2 o 
o 27 

4301 O 22 

12 2 19 

2 30 

243560 

1466 



£• 



5 

II 

20 

o 

28 
85 

55 

45 
b 

24 

66 

62 

I 

317 

4 
124 

9» 

o 

50 
28 
46 

456 

429 

6 

o 

15 

3 

104 

1888 

2 

1997 

458 

1673 

24 

"5 
129 

57 
76 

1072 

23754 

"3 

54 

12678 

73 
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s. d. 
16 8 

% \ 

16 8 



o 
o 



o 
o 



9 3 

18 8 



17 
10 
16 



2 
o 

3 



10 II 

o o 

3 
18 



I 

2 
2 



I 

8 

4 
6 
II o 
II 8 

16 2 

14 O 

J » 

5 »i 
I 8 



12 

15 
8 

17 
7 
8 

»7 



6 
o 
o 
5 
3 
7 
5 



16 II 
o 4 

O 2 
U 4 

18 3 
16 II 
18 6 

5 4 
o o 

6 o 
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s 
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ENTARY 




A: 


i7« 


Species of Goods. 


^antity. 


Value 


• 






l^ 


5. 


^/. 


'Irifli plain, not for bounty 
T«awns, Silefia Holland whited 


52-5 


65 


12 


6 


23001 


923 
2566 


18 


6 




12 





Ruffia broad above 22| 


187 I 5 


1045 


3 


II 


— above 31 J 


74 27 


586 


8 


9 




581 15 


4809 


H 


i 




83 li 


247 


15 


6 




186 3 8i 


467 


3 


3 


fail cloth 


2 25 


5 


^3 


4 


Ticks — 


81 


120 


I 





Matts, Ruffia 


32 





12 





Oil, ordinary 


3 30 


38 


6 


3 


- faUad 


24i7f 


483 


II 





train 


I 3 6 


23 


18 


I 


"Bacon and hams 


36 3 2 


88 


18 


6 


Beef — 


10 87 


16403 








Bread and bifcuits 


40 


26 








Butter — 


6506 2 27 


8106 


If 


6 


^Pork — 


10017 


16673 


2 


Silk wrought crapes 


61 I 


103 
766 


16 





Spirits, brandy 


3081 


17 


I 


Geneva 


. 4963 


825 


8 


p 


Rum 


6448 


1920 








Tallow 


470 3 


781 


4 


7 


Thread, Sifters 


4 


2 


12 





Tobacco 


42229 


961 


3 


9 


Wax, bees 


3 12 


5 


18 


3 


Water, Pyrmont 


8 6 


3 


3 


9 


r Canary — 


I 3 4i 


72 


" 9 


5 


French — 


98 I 6 


5834 


»3 


4 


Madeira — 


24 2 33 


1152 


I 


2 


Port — — 


162 ^ 46 


S336 


9 


2 


Rhenifh — 


68 I 30 


190 


5 


I 


Spanilh — 


23^5 


19 


9 


^Other wines — 




23 


16 


I 


Deals, ordinary 


6 14 


20 


9 


8 


Staves, barrel 


86 20 


54 


18 


7 


.Timber, fir 


5 10 


5 


4 







Total 


1 2 2200 


Tr 


2 


Goods imported by the Eaft India Company/ 






China ware 


65831 


1646 


2 


9 


Borax refined 


4 


2 





9 


Rhubarb 


868i 


IIOI 


12 


9 


Pepper 


7852 


481 


»7 


4 


Sago 


24 3 10 


"5, 


,3 


5 



Groceries 



A. 1788. P E B A T E S. i6i 

Species of Goods, ^antity. Value. 

£. s. d. 

Groceries, tea 3? 345 ^33? ^i 4 

Piepe goods, Bengal rate4 1329-7 lOths 797 16 9, 

Ditto unrated 13722 4-ioth^ 14369 4 4 

Saltpetre 17 a 6 57 08 



249^9 14 9 
Brought over 123209 16 a 



Total 148129 10 II 



Infpedor General's Office, 
Cuftono-Houfe, M2^^ch 16, 1788* 



THOMAS IRVING, 



Infpc6lor General of the exports and im- 
ports of Great Britaiut 



Vpt. XXIV. 
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PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 1788. 



An Account of the Number of Ships and other Veffels, cleared 
Outwards from the different Ports of South Britain for the Weft 
Indies; and the Number of t^hips and other Veffels, with their Ton- 
nage, entered Inwards, from the fame Colonies, from Chriflinas 
1786, toChriftmas 1787. 





INWARDS. 

■ 


1 

OUTWARDS. 


PORTS. 


Britifti. 


Foreign. 


Britiih. 


Foreign. 




Ships 

1 
I 

33 
143 

I 
1 

3 

254 
252 

506 


Tons. 


Ships 


Tons 


Ships 


Tons. 


Skips 


Tow 


Briftol - 

Berwick - - 

Chepftow 

Cowes - 

Hull 

Lancafter 

Liverpool - 

Newcaftle 

Penzance - 

Plymouth 

Poole 

Southampton 

Swanfea - 

Whitehaven 


16209 
127 

203 

4943 

27578 

114 

164 

• 444 




— 


73 

I 

2 
2 

37 

87 

9 
1 

4 
1 
I 

3 

12 


16913 

132 
483 

566s 

17463 

2157 
120 

lU 

177 

579 

2232 


— 


— 


Total Out Ports 
London - 


49782 
70418 


— 


— 


233 
218 


47257 
61695 


-~ 


— 


Total - 


1 20200 


— 


— 


451 


108952 


— 


— 






Cuftom Houfe, London, 

13 March, 1788. 



JAMES TURNER, Pro.Rcg. 
General of Shipping. 
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PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 1788, 



An Account of the Number of Ships, and other Veflels, cleared 
outwards from the diflferent Ports of that Part of Great Britain 
called Scotland, for the Britifli Sugar Colonies ; and the Number of 
Ships, and other Veffels, with their Tonnage, entered inward'i^ 
from the fame Colonies^ from Chriftmas 1786, to Chriilmias I787t 



PORTS. 


Ships and Vefiels 
cleared outwards. 


Ships and Veflels 
entered inwards. 




Number. 


Tonnage, 


Number. 


Tonnage. 


Aberdeen ^ 


I 


no 


I 105 


Air 


3 


259 








Dumfries ■!■ 





P 


I 


15^ 


Dundee 


I 


93 


I 


93 


Invernefs •? '- 


I 


105 








Leith 


3 


872 


I 


3S» 


Port Glafgow ^ - 


19 


3414 


23 


3587 


■ Greenock •? 


48 


9624 


41 


7486 


Stranraer - 


I 


'5^ 


I 


152 


Wigtown "' •• 








I 


98 


Totals 


77 


14629 


70 


12022 



Cuftom Houfe, Edinburgh, 
14th April, 1788, 



JAMES GARRETY, 
Regifter of Shipping. 



M 



;8t. 



DEBATES. 



i%i 



NORTH BRITAIN. 

Account of the Imports and Exports of Rum into atld from that 
art of Great Britain called Scotland, for the Year, ending at 
briftmas 17879 with the Duties and Excifes, as well as the Draw-< 
icks paid thereon. 



'he Year, 
ngChriftm^s 
(87 ' 



Rum Imported, 


Duties of 

Excife paid 

theceon. 


Rum ex- 
ported from 


Gallons, at 
4s. 8d. 


Gallons, at 
3s. 7d. 


the 
Bonded 
Cellar. 


234'3 


137811 


£. s. d. 
30154 3 S 


Gallons. 
180394 



e._No Drawback paid by the Excife, 
on the E^^portation of Rum. 



ifeOfHcc, Edinburgh, 
9thMarch» 1788^ 

George Brown; 
T. Wharton. 
James Stodart. 
Robert Graham. 



John Edgar, Accomptant. 

James Ramfay, Accomptant General. 

Andrew Hamilton, Dap. Comptroller. 



An 



i6A 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 178!., 



An Account of the Value of Woollens exported for every Year ftttH 
1 78 1 inclufive to the End of the Year 1787* 



1751 
1782 

1783. 

1784 
»78S 

i78e> 

1787 



England. 



2803757 2 10 
3003415 14 II 
3391224 
3316360 

3825943 
3429805 

3610770 12 



6 
o 

o 

9 



7 
6 

10 

7 
8 



Scotland. 



41507 10 
40368 3 
68828 13 

79SS7 10 
66376 2 
83041 12 
77024 19 



4 
S 

3 

o 

5 

3 



Great Britam. 



2845264 
3052783 

3460052 

33959 » 7 
3892319 

3512847 
3687795 



13 2 

18 4 

19 ID 

10 6 
3 3 

I JO 

12 2 



THOMAS IRVING, 

Infpe<5^or General 

^f the Imports and Exports 

of Cjreat Britain. 



Infpeclor General's Office, 
Cuftotn Houi'e, March i6th, 1788- 



An Account of the Value of Woollens, exported from Scotland, from 
5th of January 1787, to 5th January 1788. 

77024 19 6 



THOMAS CLEGHORN, 
Infpeftor of Imports and Exports* 
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1788. 



DEBATES. 
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PARLIAMENTARY 



A.17SI. 



b 



An Account of the Imports and Exports of Rum into and ^a 
Great Britain for the Year ending at Chriftmas 1787, with tlw 
Duties and Excife, as well as the Drawbacks paid thereon. 



From 5th January 1787, to 
loth May 1787. 



Gallons. 



Imports 
Exports 



21299! 

347773 



Duty, at 4s. 8d, 
per Gallon. 



jr. s. d, 

2969 17 8 
81147 o 8 



From icith May, <7S7f. sth 
January 1788. 



Gallons. 



209499 I J 
508684 



Puty, at 3s 7d^t 
Gallon. 



3753S2 13 9f 
9"3. 9 4 4. 



G. Cholmoindeley^ 
D. Papillon, 
W, Lowndes, 
H. Burrell, 
S. Brookfbanky 
H. Reveley, 
J. Olmius/ 

Rum from the Britifti Weft-India Tflands may, if the importer 
pleafes, be wharehoufed upon bond. Upon fuch rums no duty i5 
charged on importation, nor drawback repaid on exportation* Th« 
fums, therefore, that ftand in this account, are given on compilation 
of the duties which would have been charged and repaid, ^as not Ae 
option of bonding allowed by law^ 

The accounts pf this office being made up quarterly, frofn 5th July 
to 5th July, no Vxaft account can be rendered from Chriftmas to 
Chriftmas, agreeable to the orders of the Honourable HouCj. 



Excife Office, London, 
March 19, i788* 



W. HOLDSWORTH, 
AGc/>mptant. 
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An\Account of the Quantities of Sugar, Rum, Cotton, Cofiee, 
Cocoa, Indigo, Ginger, Aloes, and other Goods, imported into the 
feveral Ports of Great Britain, from the Britifh Sugar Colonies, 
from Chriftmas 1786, to Chriftmas 1787 inclufive, with Duties of 
Cuftoms, payable on each Article* 





Species of Goods. 




Quantity. 




Value, 




Duty. 














£. s. 


d. 


£. s. d. 


'Aloes Epatica 


• 


23653 








344 18 


9 


S9l 1 tf 


^ Ca/fia Lignca 
WJ Radix Serpentaria 
£ Sarfaparilla 


- 


18 








I 7 





4 tf 


• 


aoi 








12 15 





3 Id 6 


- 


2033 








loi 17 


6 


<7 »5 ^ 


t Other Drugi 


- 










7365 16 


9 




-» rArchflia 


• 


To 





14 




8 17 


% 




J 


Braziletto 


- 


202 


4 


X 


9 


1378 13 
3504 18 


3 




¥ 


Ebony 


- 


212 


8 


I 


15 


3 




Fuftic 


- 


4210 


«3 


2 


9 


37333 ^ 







Indigo 


- 


394»4 




, 




2634 I 


7 




LignunsTitaB 


- 


516 


18 


3 


4 


»497 9 







Jt 


Logwood 
L Mahogany 


• 


iff888 


8 
3 


I 



19 

IS 


81225 3 
57786 16 


6 
3 




rCocoa 


• 


3954 


2 


II 




9884 13 


7 


*47 3**} 


^ Coffee 
|l Ginger 


- 


30365 


2 


7 




2x2277 9 


3 


53x3 18 7 


- 


fT59 





H 




11448 16 


3 


5037 9 


- 


606994 








15211 9 





7587 8 6 


M!> Sugar, Brown 


- 


19x6121 





3 




2634686 1 


6 


1187774 »» 7 


^Turmeric 


• 


15981 










170 4 





133 3 « 


VJes, Ox or Cow 


• 


5180 








2003 15 







XJcmons and Orange 




»453 








* 3 


II 


10 5 


Spirits, Ram 
^abacco 


" 


*25i34iJ 
577^3 








203822 9 
550 10 


10 

I 


46902 19 • 
3607 13 % 


TortoUhcU 


- 


5748 








1293 6 





347 IS 


^ool, Cotton 




9396941 








327600 8 


9 




Total 










361 3 147 7 


2 


"5761S 17 4 



TTbe preceding Articles are all the adual Produce of the Britifh Weft- 
Indies, but thofe which follow in this Account, are either not the 
Produce of the Weft Indies, or are doubtful ; the Infpedtor General 
has computed the Duties on the Articles the a&ual Produce of the 
Britilh Weft Indies only. 
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Species of (joods. 




Qustitity. 




Value. 


D 












£. s. 


d. 


£- 


Books, bound 


m 


• 


? 14 




56 19 


It 






* 


• 


20 




I 5 


Id 




Bottles, Glafs 


• 


• 


109 4 




26 12 


I 




Corn, Wheat, Flour 


• 


- 


3| 




8 


9 




J^rugs, Cortex Pcruv. 


. 


. 


9 




1 2 


6 




Oil, Palm 


. 


- 


164 3 18 




164 iS 


z 




•g ^. fAnnotto 


- 


• 


30 




3 






aS J NJcoragua 
^>^ Redwood 


- 


- 


1419 » *3 




119 17 


9 




- 


- 


13KJ 14 I 


»4 


13167 3 


S 




• 


. 


4 3 5^ 


15 


1^7 i 


4 




9^ Saunders Red 
Qx [^Shumack 


. 


. 


I 17 * 





13 2 


6 




. 


. 


80 » 




26 







llcphanti* Teeth 


.. 


- 


63 X 12 




381 12 


S 




Feathers for Beds 


- 


- 


I 7 




t 







Grocery, Rice 


- 


- 


3910 I 13 




l^lH 7 


3 




Hides, Indian in the Hair 


- 


9 


• 


2 14 







Iron Bar 


- 


- 


200 





19 10 







Caft 


• 


- 


191 7 3 


% 


478 10 


7 




Linen, Sat! Cloth 


- 


* 


as 3 




4 4 


4 




■ Sails, foreign 


made 


- 






,6 3 







Oil, Train 




- 


2 


43 


8 14 


4 




Piftures 


- 


- 






ZX 10 







Potatoes 


. 


. 


100 




10 







Provifions, Bread and Bifcuit 


. 


84 I 10 




28 2 







Eags 


. 


- 


39 * 


25 


197 tf 


y 




Seeds, Garden 


- 


. 


no 




4 a 


5 




, r Calf, Raw 


. 


. 


11 8 




28 $ 


s 




S 1 Deer in the Hair 


'- 


- 


SS7 




tf9 12 


tf 




M J Goat, Raw 


. 


• 


147 9 




H7 15 







■^ C Otter Skins 


. 


. 






22 2 


4 




Turpentine 




• 


x.;5 I 15 




77 13 


9 




Wax, Bees 




- 


5.Z * IS 




250 







Whale Fins 




. 


18 2 7 




148 10 







, / French 




. 


12 




I I 


5 




f Madeira 






309 I 37 




^544 II 


z 




•C ) Port 
^ I Spanifli 


• 


• 


io 1 34 




259 li 


4 






. 


2 4 14 




56 4 


5 




'Cedar 




. 


260 18 3 


»5 


1762 10 


8 




^ Pine Boards and Planks 


. 


I 20 




3 6 


8 




1 J Staves, Barrel 


. 


- 


^35^ 17 




47* 17 


8 




^ Staves Hhd. and 


Pipe 


• 


3475 3 S 




3070 13 


II 




L Other Wood 


- 


- 






3725 J3 


6 




Mifcellaneous Articles 




* 






4635 la 


II 








39106 8 


2 




" 






Brought over 


3613147 7 


z 










Total 




3652253 15 


4 





Infpe£Vor GeneraPs Office, 
Cuftom Houfe, March i6th 17S8. 



THOMAS IRVING, 
lofpe^tor General of Exports and Imports 
of Great Btitain. 
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n Account of the Value and Amount of Goods (being Britifh 
Produce and Manufafture) for Exportation to the Britifh Sugar 
Colonies, from the feveral Ports in Great Britain, from Chriftm^s 
1786 to Chriftmas 1787, inclufive. 



Species of Gpods. 

Hum — — — • 

potliecary Ware 

pparel garments 

!er — — 

kJcs, printed 

afs, wrought 

icks - - 

hi net ware and upholftery 

ndles, tallow =- 

tto, wax 

rds, new, wool 

playing 
ttle, live cows and oxen 

Horfes 

Mules - - - 

lariots and coaches 
als, great - 

Winton meafure 
lours for painters 
pper, wrought 
rdage, new 

to, old - T 

rn. Barley r 

Ditto, hulled * 

Beans ^ * 

Oats 

Oatmeal ^ 

Peafe -r 

Rye 

Wheat 

Drttp, flour 
tons and linens, checked . - 
to^ printed for bounty r 

to ditto, not bounty 
to^ 6d. to i8ck before printed 
to, 6d. to 1 8d. before dyed 
lians - - 

hchefter 
fsjpl^in - - 

9 a 



^antity* 



Value. 





I, s. d. 


12 2 


I II 10 


2317- I 15 


4738 II 


1468 1 


3670 8 


1973 I 7 


11179 3 


108 2 8 


434 5 8 
1368 I 6 2 


3040 18 


2304280 


II4I 2 I 




3226 14 


142480 8 


32058 2 5 


3222 


319 


144 


68 8 


49 P 


55 2 5 


7 


37 10 


173 


1597 10 


HS 


1450 


24 


545 ° 9 


119 15 


29 18 9 


8153 32 Q 


9246 I J. 2 


5763 2 


4017 ic 
30610 10 


2504 3 5 


2880 JO 


7768 I 14 


8933 »o I 


3467 


227 19 4 


623 3 I 


374 5 7 


10147 7 


6728 6 1 


11379 6 


6093 13 9 


1268 7 


1054 9 


1929 I 


2303 ig 


286 2 


264 IS 7 


5'3 4 


693 4 6 


9610 5 


19020 14 7 


5259 


630 < 19 


102030 


5101 10 


36433 Its 


32497 18 


463566 ' 


59875 


50871 


3212 .0 


20547 


20547 


- 


31133 00 


10289 


1800 



C'jde^ 
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Species of Goods. ^antitj. 



Cyder 

Fifh. Cod, dry- 
Herrings, red 

white 
Salmon, faked 
Other fifh 
Fiihing tackle 
Glafs and earthen yrzxfi 

Green - • - 

White flint 
for windows 
Gloves, plain leather 
Glue - - - 

Grindleftones 

Gunpowder - - 

Habcrdafl^ery - r 

Hats, beaver 
Carolina 
Felt 
Hoops for barrels r 

feveral forts 
Iron, caft 
Nails 

Wrought - - 

Lead and bird fliot 
Ditto, red - r 

Ditto, white 
Leather, tanned 

Wrought 
Lime - - - 

Linen, above bounty 
Ditto, 2s. 6d. per yard 
Ditto, 5id. ditto 
Ditto, 6d. to i8d. ditto 
Buckrams, 6d. to i8d ditto 
Lin^n, checked, yd. to i8d. ditto 
Ditto, 6id. ditto 
Ditto, 2S. 3d. ditto 



83 o 36 

71Q 3 7 

5764! 



2141865 

13^59 I 7 
'334 a 

82 3 

1618 

I 2 

S92| 
34005 
4894 I 
3718 II 

520 

18434 4 
1928610 



17 

17 

o 

o 



1842 
2431 

57I3I 
38217 

9 
12 

802 



12 
26 

20 

20 

o 

o 

22 



I 
2 

2 

I 
O 

o 
o 

18997 1 

5io6i 

12750! 

130290I 

72 

4656581! 

1742 

163559^^ 

^8157 
290 



Diaper, 6d. to i8d. do. for bounty 2443 J 



Ditto, not for bounty 
Sheeting, 6d.to i84. 
Sailcloth, ditto 
Irifh, plain, 6d. to i8d. 
Piaper, ditto ditto 
Sheeting, ditto t 



500 

8513 
2'ii6o6J 
626535 

IIS 

3^97 



A. 178! 

Value. 
£. J. l 
663 z ) 

589 3 

7926 3 9 

46721 16 

754 o 



5626 

5919 
426 

128 

48s 

2 

887 

1029 

16263 

H87S 
19s 

*5723 
2410 
3320 

JtiS3 

4^55 

152188 

4082 

20 

27 

3622 

21120 

4385 

22320 

16286 

I 

232829 

87 
86787 

703 

'32 

1221 

SO 

425 
1x23^ 

31326 

S 

159 



o 

3 

3 

n 

I 

8 

17 
Id, 

o 

^7 

13 

o 

13 

IS 
II 

»9 

10 

6 

8 

14 
12 

10 

9 
2 

6 

«3 
2 
2 

4 
18 



a 

3 


b 

a 
II 

4 





3 


Q 



6 

12 6 
II P 

o 9 

13 ^ 
n I 
15 

IS 
17 

Pill 



\9. 
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m 


fSpecles ofCpods. 


^ant'itj' 


Value. 








l^ s^ d. 


rain 


r 


- . - 9? 3 3 


?78? 7 S 


5S 


- 


142159 


'296 18 I 
458$ 18 Ip 


: 




1307 I 2 


Wrought 


Silver 


8732 8 

Cwt. Flitches. 


3081 5 


ons. Bacon and hams - 213225 & 4480 


411^ 5 


Beef and pork - 297 


816 15 




Tripes 


- IIOI 


2084 5 


Bread and bifcuit - 9490 2 3 


7039 18 8 


Butter 


392 


, 382 4 


Cheefe 


2635 I 12 


3159 II 9 


Pot; 


itoes 


8015 


596 I (^ 


h great 


- 


97 


160 5 


ock 


• 


2184 


50 


Vhite 


- 


33967! 
4597 f|- 


I 149 I 


11 pieces 


- 


7925 16 10 


iewing 


• 


T 1520 6 


2648 9 


iauze 




- 153 2 


265 9 4 


hard 


- 


r 593Q 2 1 


x6i6i 12 I'l 


» BritHh 




- 3277 


300 


- 


- 


1147 » 27 


1 190 14 2 


lary 


- 


•• — 


2543 14 


I paper - 


T * 


9157 


228 5 6 


• 


- 


- IDI 


143 10 6 


ngs, thread 


i 


2979 II 
r - 2183OQ 


574a 19 


, flate 


- 


71 14 % 


fully refined 


. 4204 3 25 


12538 7 3 


I 


- 


I23I 


520 II 


- 


- 


106 2 16 


389 4 10 


ites. 


- 


- 


50 


:o pipes 


-•» 


- 5^93 


257 13 


-' 


- 


• T - 


103 


ir 




36 3 5 


295 7 10 


ie% gold 


- 


17 


255 


— r metal 


^ 


IS 


30 


— filver 




6q 


225 


ejj ppgds. 


Bays, 


double r 6200 


23250 


' 




fingle - 923 


J822 18 6 




Caps, 


plain, Monmouth 326 


400 






worfted - 279Q 


67 5 




gioth 


IS, long - 728I 


5645 17 6 






— fhort - 927 


10660 10 






— Spanifh 172 


860 








^otton$, Kendal 494269 


29161 17 a 






— r Wd|h, plams 3592 


197 II a. 



^ <;>^^w 
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Species a f Goods. ^antitf. - P'alue. 

£• J. ^ 

Woollen Goods. Flannel - 50760 2749 10 

Frize - - 2800 291 13 4 

Northern dozens, fingle 64. ^80 o 

Perpets and Serges 1 150 186 17 6 

Stockings, men's worfted 556 945 1 1 

Stuffs - - 151416 18927 o 

Do. with filk and inckle 1948 15 470 16 5 

Do. with filk and inckk \ ^ ^ ^ ,^ 

gauze ^ - / 35 3 4 16 9 

Do. with filk & grogram 60 — 16 6 

& worfted 1381 3 189 16 i 

Woollens at value ^ - - 2829 i 10 

Miicellaoeous articles -» ^ 256103 010 

I 

Total - ^1463879 14 a I 



Infpeftor General's Office, 

MarchiSth, I788. THOMAS IRVING 

InfpeSor General of Imports 
^nd Exports of Gr^ B^itm 
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r^ r*. 0> 

CO »o 00 
CO CO 





i 

CO 


• 


-J -J -J 

J5 J5 J5 


1 

lb 

B 


6 

• 

s 


Tf- C* 
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Abftrad of the Number of Ships, with their Tonnage, which failed 
from London to Greenland and Davis's-Straits Fifhery, id the 
Year 1785. 

Number of Ships. Tonnage. Parts of a Ton. 
78 24900 71 

I Samuel Brown, Infpe6lor} 

John Farrett, Surveyor. 



An Account of the Amount of Bounties which were paid on the 
ihips which failpd from Scotland to the Southern Whale Fifhery, 
in 1785, 1786, and 1787, diftinguifliing each Year. 

Nil. 

Coftom Houfe, Edinburgh, 

March 31, 1788. ' JAMES OGIL VIE, D.R.a 



An Account of the Amount of Bounties which were paid on the 
Ships which failed to the Southern Whale Filhery in ^he Yean 
1785, 1786, and 1787, diftinguifliing each Year. 

I. s. d. 

Paid in the Year 1785, 1700 

1786, 2400 — — 
1787> 5500 • 



9600 



March 15, 1788. Dep. Sup, of the Rec. Gen. Paym. 



T. DALLEY, 
. Sup, of I 
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x>unt of the Average Amount of the Window Tax, for three 
Years preceding ijS^* 

Tage amount of the three years preceding the /• s. d. 
1 784, which ended the 5th of April, 1 785, is 4163 1 1 16 9I 



John Trenchard, 
5 for Taxes, feeorge Blount, 

Vlay, 1788. J. Fownes Luttrell. 



ount of the Amount of the Surcharge^ fubfequent to September 
on the Old Window Tax; and the prefent aflual Receipt, by 
ft Returns. 

ges on Account of the year 1785, ending the ^. 1. d. 

Lpril, 1786 — — — 8208 la ai 

1786, ending the 5th April, 1787 — 12788 11 3J 
fent a£lual receipt, by the laft accounts that 

made up, and which were for 1785 — 38009615 5 

[Tie furcharges from September, 1784, to the 5th of April, 
cannot be diftinguifhed from thofe made in the preceding part 
t year, they are therefore not ftated. 

ountsof the year 1786 are not allreceived; for want of which, 
bole of the furcharge cannot be ftated. 

John Trenchard, 
for Taxes, George Blount, 

i&y, 1788. F. Fownes Luttrell. 



XXIV. A a An 



i8o 



i78( 


0. 


J«iy 


»3« 


Aug. 


»7' 


Nor. 


9* 


Dec. 


22. 




23. 


178 


I. 


July 


28. 


Aug. 


25- 


Sept. 


4. 


178: 


2. 


Feb. 


1: 


May 


July 


6. 


Sept. 


6. 


, 1783- 


Jan. 
March 


9. 


April 


26. 


May 


30. 


June 


3' 


Aug.. 


28. 


oa. 


II. 


Dec. 


a- 


1784. ^ 


March 


5- 


June 


I?- 


Aug. 


26. 


Nov. 


25. 


1785- ' 


Jan. 


28. 


April 


26. 


J"iy 


8. 


oa. 


27. 


1786. ■ 


^."- . 


4- 
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By Charles Cole^ being 
£irtber part of the pur« 
chafe of Ely Houfe. - 
Out of the Exchequer 
Do. . - • 
Do. - . - 

By Charles Cole, being 
farther part of the pur- 
chafe of Ely Houfe. - 



1000 
4000 
4000 
5734 



o o 

o o 

o o 

16 3f 



970 o o 



Out of the Exchequer - 5000 
Do. - - • 5000 

By Charles Cole, being 
farther part of the pur- 
chafe of Ely Houfe. - 2265 



o o 
o o 



7 ij 



Out of the Exchequer 

Do. . - . 

By Charles Cole, being 
farther part of the pur- 
chafe of Ely Houfe. - 

Out of the Exchequer 

Do. . - 
Do. - . - 

Do. - - - 

Do. ... 

By Charles Cole, being 
in full of the purchafe 
of Ely Houfe. 

Out of the Exchequer 

Do. - - - 

Do. - . 

Out of the Exchequer 
Do. - - - 
Do. - - - 
Do. 



5000 
I9S99 

478 
5000 



II 94 



16 8i 
o o 



5000 
2000 
3000 
5000 



4212 

5000 
5000 

5CXD© 



o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 



12 9 

o o 

o o 

o o 



Sooo 
5000 
5000 

5000 



o o 

o o 
o o 

O 'O 



2. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



- 5000 

- 5000 

- 5000 
. 5000 



o o 

o o 

o o 

o o 



- 5000 

• 5000 

- 5000 



o o 
o o 
o o 



A. X9I 



309^0 o 



12265 7 



30078 $ < 



34212 12 



20000 o < 



20000 o 



Jo 



78S. D E B A 


T E S- 






181 


86. 


£. s. J. 


£. 


X. 


A 


7. Do. - - 


Sooo 








» a5. Do. - 


5000 








I. Do. * - . 


5000 


o^w^r^ 








20000 








5. Do. . . . 


5000 








cha2. Do% - - 


SGOO 








18. Do. ... 


SOOO 








28. Do, - - 


6607 12 si 








8. Out of the ftarap duties 










for fixtures 


2000 








3# Out of the Exchequer 


5000 








> 19. Do. • " - 


5000 








88. 




33607 


12 


si 


19. Out of the Exchequer 


- . - 


- 5000 












306134 





Ji 



he accounts of Sir William Chambers were examined by the late 
d of Works, to Midfummer 1779, and by Mr. Paine from that 
d to Chriftmas 1785; and the fame were audited to Chriftmas 
; by the late Auditors of the Imprefts, and the Commiflioners for 
ing the public accounts. . . 

tehall Treafury Chambers, 

27th May, 1788. T. STEELE. 
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An Account of the Quantity of Tea in the W;irehoufes of thi 
India Company, previous to the Arrival of the firft Shi^ (tb 
combe) of this Seafon; carefully diftinguifhing the Sorts. 

Neat lb?/ 

- 1 1242215 

487088 

930697' 

- . 7027758 

- * - 1829932 

1 1399700 

Errors excepted. 

W. RICHARDSON, AccoApt 



Singlo 

Hyfon 

Souchong 

Bohea 

Congou 

Eaft-Tndia Houfe, 
a2dMay, 1788. 



An Account of the Quantity and Sorts of Tea imported laft 
1787, on the twenty-feven Ships^hich arrived from CUnj 







Neat lb%. 


Bohea 


... 


6493816 


Congou 


- . 


4260136 


Souchong 


- . 


I I 13900 


Singlo 


- - - 


5355251 


Hyfon 




1623572 
18852675 


Eaft-India Houfe, 






22d May, 1788. 


Errors excepted. 






W. RICHARDSON, Accompta 



An Account of the Quantity and Sorts of Tea expefted this V** 
the laft Advices from Chiiia. 



Singlo 

Hyfon 

Souchong 

Bohea 

Congou 



Eaft-India Houfe, 
22d May, 1788. 



Neat lbs. 

7481545 
2162892 
640490 
532181 
3972' ^ 

19579728 



988 



Errors excepted. 
^.MCHARDSON, Accom^ 
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i84 PARLIAMENTARY A^ijlfc 



An Account of the average Quantity of Tea imported by the Eaft« 
India Company, from 177310 I7t3> and the Amoimtannmllypaid 
for the fame in China* 

lb* Tales* 

Bohea - - 2,546>8i8 - 2C9,5i7 

^ Congou • 5^9>9'* " 82,741 

Souchong - 88,411 - '9'S55 

Singlo - i>S78j377 * 270>884 

Hyfon - 249,929 - 104,619 

Average quantity and coft per >j 

annum, 1773 to 1783 in- f 5,063,447 Tales 737j7«6 ^.270,33; 

The exchange, during the al)ove period^ varied. 
Eaft-India Houfe, 
2 2d May, 1788, Errors excepted. 

W. RICHARDSON, 

Accompantt 



An Account of the Amount of the ^.12 10 per Cent. Duty on Tea, 
from September 1 784; to March 1788; diftinguiihing each Year. 

Duty on Tea fold between the ift September 1 784 and the ] 

ift September, 1785 - - - £• 3^4*12^ 1 

Ditto, - ift September 1785 and the ift j 

September, 1786 - - - 285,460 i 

Ditto, - ift September 1786 and the ift 

September, 1787- - - •- 336,095 

Ditto, - ift September 1787 and the ift 

March, 1788 - - - - 157,666 



Eaft-India Houfe, 
the 22d May, 1788. Errors excepted. 



W. RICHARDSON, Accomptant. 

Ad 



Account oir tti^ Sali^i of ttie G66i$ trdib China, bjbiWeeh the i ft 
ay of March ijif^ :lridi the ift D^y of l^areh 17889 afld the 
mount of CuftoniS) Freight, aiid Charges df Merchandize, paid 
' to be i^aid thereout; together with aln Eftimate of the expeded 
de^ of China Goods, froni the ift Di^ of Msirch 1)88 to the ift 
ay of March 1790 ; diftingtiifliiilg each Yeai*, and the Amount 
Cuftoms, Freight, and Charges of Merchandize, to be pitid thext> 
it in each Year. I 

juntofChinii Goods ibldbetween the ift Mdrchi78f ... 

id the ift March 1788 - - - £. aSiSjaS 

Cuftoms paid and to be paid thereout £• 7 H^9 
Freight — Ditto . - 44^249 

Charges of Merchandize * ^ 169123 

ii ■ 68a8oi 



£. 2135927 



nate of the expefted Sales between thtf ift March 

rSSandthe ift March 1789 ^ * - ^4 2626^40 

Cuftoms to be paid thereout - £. 50750 

Freight — Ditto - - 48746^^ 

Charges ©fManchandize • - ^5759^ 

— * 695784 



£. 1930756 



nate of the expcifted Sales between the ift March 

^89 and the ift March 1790 - - ^ £• 2604OOQ 



Cuftoms to be paid thereout - £• 51520 
Freight — Ditto -^ - 453448 

Charges of Merchandize - • 15624O 



66x208 



£. i94a79« 



£aft India Houfe^ 
Oie 15th May 1788. 

Errors excepted. 

W. RICHARDSON, 
^ Accomptant, 

r^t. feSaV^ B b An 



i86 PARLIAMENTARY A.1788. 

An Account of the Coft, as per Invoice, in China, of the Cargoes 
laden on the Eaft-India Company's Account, in theSeafon 1786-7. 

Total Cofts — ^Talcs 4959281, a p. jd* -^^ per Tale - £. 1894238 

Eaft India Houfe, 
theaadMay, 1788. 

Errors excepted. 

W. RICHARDSON, 
Accomptant. 

An Account of the Amount of the Bills drawn from China, fince the 
Commencement of the Commutation A£t, and of thoi'e expeded 
this Seafon by the laft Advices. 

Bills and. Certificates drawn from China, 

in the Seafon - - - 1784-^ ^.216269 16 5 

Ditto -^ — Ditto 1785-6 617 1 76 3 6 

]3itto — — Ditto 1786-7 480431 6 10 
Ditto — drawn and expefled 

- to be farther drawn - . • 1787-8 55CX)O0 o 

£. 1863877 6 9 
Eaft India Houfe, 
the22dofMay, 1788. 

Errors excepted. 

W. RICHARDSON, 
Accomptant. 

An Account of the Number and Tonnage of Ships that areconfigned 
. by the Eaft-India Company to China, for the Seafon i788-9« 

Ships 19. — Tons 16121, Builder's Meafnrement. 

Eaft India Houfe, 
the 22(1 May, 1788. 

Errors excepted. 

VV. RICHARDSON, 
Accomptant* 

An Account of the Quantity and Coft of Tea imported by the Eaft- 
India Company, from the Continent of Europe, fince the Com- 
mutation A61. 

Nt. lb. Wt, 
Total — 17009877. — iC* 2048797 18 a 

Eaft India Houfe, 
ihesiadMay 1788. 

- Errors excepted. 

W. RICHARDSON, 
AccompiaiUa 



1 



A. 17^8. 



DEBATES. 



187 



An Account of the Balance of Cafli which remained in the Treafury 
of the Eaft -India Company on the i ft Day of March 1787, and 
of their Receipts and Payments in England, from the ift Day of 
March 1787 to the ift Day of March 1788; together with an 
Eftimate of the Receipts and Payments, from the ift Day of 
March 1788 to the ift Day of March 1790; diftinguifhed each 
Year. 



Cafh in the Treafury on the ift 
March 1787 (Morning) includ- 
ing Bonds that may be iflued, 
and excluGve of the Duty on 
Tea' - £. 590287 

Received for Company's 
Goods fold 
Private Trade Do. 
Charges and Profit on 

private Trade 
Cuftoms on - Do. 
of Goverment, for In- 

terrfft, &c. 
New Stock, Difcount 

dedu£led 
Almftioufes at Poplar 
Bonds iftbed 



4840957 
450414 

64013 

128318 

1 26000 



9747 
6282 

2D0 



Paid for Cuftoms ^, 59370^ 

Freight and Demo- 
rage - - 819848 

Goods and Storea ex- , 

ported - - 635229 

Bills of Exchange 

from China - 600276 

Ditto from India - 758719 

• Bullion exported - 682716 

Purchafe of Teas on 

the Continent - 1:^926 

Charges of Merchan- 
dize - - 4,1453^ 

Proprietors of pri- 
vate Trade - 459486 

AJmfhoufes at Poplar 4052 

Intereft on Annuities 84619 

Ditto — on Bonds - 87156 

Dividends on Stock - 336924 

Bonds paid off - ^ 400 

Laft Payment to Go- 
vernment '" J 00000 



Balance of Cafli on the 

I ft March 1788 - 



C 570458s 
517633 



£. 6222218 



£. 6222218 



B b 2 



Eftimate 



|89 



»AR?-IAMENTARy 



A. ijJ^t 



]£ftipaateof Cafh, from the ift Marph 1788 to tbe'xft NIarch 1789, 



pafti in the Treafury on the ift 
March 1788 (Morning) inclu4- 
ing Bonds that may be iflued, 
i^n4 exclufiye of the Duty on 

To he received for 

Gooc)s - - 535075^ 

pitto — of Govern- 
ment for Intercft - 1 27687 

Pitto — Ditto — for 
Cuftoms on Tea re- 
turne4 • by the 
Buyers - - 21621 

Charges and profit on 

private Trade - 40000 

Forfaleofi207559i5l. 
Annuities, agree- 
ably to the 26th 
George III. caput 
j&2 • - 845291 



^alai^ce deficient 



£. 6902982 
204824 

^.71078061 



Buyers of Tea return- 
ed - - r 

Warrants pafied tl^e 
Court 

Bonds drawn to be paid 

off - - 

Cuftoms - ^ 

Freight and Demorage 
ppods and Stores to he 

exported 



£f 6120 
3000Q 

lOOIO 

567600 
996000 

76300Q 



Bils of llnd. 179408 d,l^_J_. 

Exch. /ClM^;siS39i 1^309476 

Bullion - 650000 

Proprietors pf privat<5 

Trade - - 355600 

Tea purphafed in Eu- 
rope - - 50000 

Charges on Merchan- 
dize, including fupra 
Cargoes Commiffipi^ 
andlntereftonLpans 380000 

Pividendson Stock^&c. 490000 

Government, on Ac- 
count pf a Demand 
made for the Exp^n- 
cesof His Majefty*s 
Troops ferving in 
India, and on Ac- 
count of vidkvialing 
His Majefty's Fleet 
in India - - 5000OQ 

£. 7107806 



Eftimatc 



8; 



DEBATES. 



^ 



^ of Ca(h» from the ift of March 1789 to the. ift of March 1790^ 

Balancedeficient on the 

ifl March 1789 ^. ao48^| 
Cuftotns - - 7oocxx> 

Freight and t)emorage jroooop 
Goods and Stores to be 

exported - - 770000 
Bills of 1 Ind.i4O7000L 1 
Exch. /Chin.544000 r9Sioop 
Bullion '- - 620000 

\ Charges on Merchan- 

dize, including f^ra . 

Cargoes Commimon 380000 
Dividends on Stock^&c* 49000O, 
Exchequer Bills - 300000 



I received for 
dsi fold before the 
darihi789 £. 700000 

— Ditto — he- 
rn the ift March 
), and the ift 

ch 1700 - 4350000 

— ot Govern- 
tforlntereft - 127687 
ss and proftt oa 

ate trade * 50000 



[ance deficient 



£. 52^687 
- 888137 

X. 61 15824 



^.6115824 



Iem0randum> 

I lettfer from the Board of Trade at Bengal, received the 29tl| 
: by the Bufbridge, ftates, that very confiderable damage tiaf* 
led to the mulberry trees and filk worms^ alfo to houies, Tpom^ 
longing to varioul qianufacSurers ; in confequence of \Yhich th5* 
:s from Bengal may probably fall fhort of the fupply of goo4i 
ted to be fold ;n t^p ye^rs above mentioned. 

he above account a fum of ^(f. 1270000, only, is ftated for bul« 
> be exported to China ; but as a farther fum of betwee?^ three 
tur hundred thoufand pounds would be required to enable tbei 
any. to liqujdate the debt there, ^nd to obtain the Teas which it 
•e necpflary for them to purchafe on the cheapeft terms, thc^ 
« of the account woiild be^ncre^fed by that anoount againft th^^ 
any. 



b India Houfe, 
5th May, 1788, 



prrors excepted. 

W, RICHARDSON, 
Accomptant. - ' 
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PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 1788. 



.1 


"rt -tj "S 2 


t<^ VOU^ M \o 


CO 


0^ 


k4 


Q« 


> 


«^co OvO 


^ 


d 


«^ 


4L> 


^0 ^00 


NO 


ON 


»o 


00 g 


& 


? 


S^ 


00 


f 




t^ r^ r^ r*»0 


to 
CO 


r- 




-i -"^ C ^ 










'ik 


>« 




CO '«*• 00 li^ 


sO 


c^ 




52 


rs 


1 


00 
00 

• d 


1 1 Vm 
^ > 

"81 







HH 1-4 


-* 


1h 


CO 

9- 


U^ T^ »!-• C*^ CI 


^ 


•H 


(4 

•4j 


«I^ fl ^ 







00 


'^ 


a.- 


^ 


d 


<S 0.2 




Ck 




•00 ooo i^r^ 

Jt 10 ^ w^ ON 
^ ►* H^ w d »H 


ON 

NO 


CO 


M 


"i 


00 


H 




^ 








III 

0) (U «^ 




1 


g6 


vO ON|H CO 

tC C* crj»-« so 

, • ON «^ 00 





d 


d 


Q 


^1 


*^ CI ON ^ ^ 

nO CJ ON 


d 


1 


S 


rt- ^ tr) u^Tt• 


d 


-t 


< 




Q r-* u^ -• QO 
• vO CI COO '^ 

JC ,^ U^ ^ ^ ''f 


d 


Ti- 
to 

d 


M 


5 


•^00 CO »-« CO On 


vO 





4-1 

C <« M 


S. H> 


c S 


® a 


• vO ^00 COO 


^ 


d 


S> .2 


.•^ N 


:z^?^^g- 


NO 


CO 


S. M 






d 


-^ 




y ^ 


ON ►^ c< CO Tt- 






J e 


•s^. ^ 


i>.oo 00 00 00 00 






IK u* 


r--. t^ t^ «^ t-^ r^ 






1 


S-Ss 


^d 




- 


Hct: >-c: 




•^^ 




.^ 










c - 


•5-S 






13 <u a.. 52 




c« ^ 


[x] 


to 10 










It 


1 


CO •-« -. ^O 





vD 




^ 


DO to u^ 00 


09 


*^- 


S "u ho « 




^ 


CNQO OS C^ t^ 

. • t-- d li^ '^ 

^^ .-^ u^vO <>^ ON 


od 


CO 

d 




a 


'"^ 





i-i 




a> 


cocoes co.d 


J^ 


C»:> 











f-< 




s"-" 




d 00 On -^ CO 


o" 


ON 


4> 


-^ 


r-- •- >C 00 


Tf 


00 






> 




d d "^i-vO QO 


Tj- 


^ 






5 


CO C^ CO CO 1^ 


r^ 


r^ 






n} • 


t^ -* d »H 


CO 


-^ 






S 


U N 


vO Tj- ON ^ vO 


r-. 








PfJ 




NO f^ Tt-O to 


_.^_ 


NO 




. 


v2 

2 


s MM 


• 

»— « 


-2 


ftM 





r*^ 


C/3 








1": 


J5 


bO 

.5 


^-^ 




4) 




»: 


■♦-» 


V 


Q,r-« 


</i 


rs 




rt * 







p)^ J -« d CO 
'^ h, 00 00 cio CO 
.^ /^' 1-* r^ t^ r^ 

-^ c ^ - -^ »^ 


4-' 



is 

> 




"^^ 


C 





-0 


h 


< 




>-1 


'I 

(0 

S 



rt 








Pi 




«tt 


CS M 










/ 


3 


s 






\ 





8. 



p 


E B A 


T 


£ 


s. 








OS' 


CO 


o 


d 




^ 


»o 


00 


t-i 


^T) 




c 


d 


l>4 


«^ 


i-« 




3 • 


^ 


d 


' o 


r^ 




o V,? 


O 


O 


o 


so 




S 


t^ 


t^ 


o 


Q 
d 


• 
CO 










S2 




































H 




o 


o 


ON 


to 




d 


CO 


d 


oo 






^r^ 


r^ 


ON 


»4 


, 


• 


u^ 


O 


CO 


o 






w^ 


d 


Th 


d 




o 


t^ 


*^ 


*o 


O 




c 


d 


d 


d 


00 




9 












o 


, 






6 


CO 












C 


• 




CO 


NO 


o^ 


t2 


4-t 




d 


JO 


-t 


u 


s 




d 


CO 


VO 


(2 


§ s? 


1 

1 
1 


«^ 


CO 


d 


<u 


E 












<! 








Si 


■fe. 






















V4 












O 






Q 


»o 


to 


S 

3 


• 

CO 




00 


so 




o 


G 


I 


d 


CO 


NO 


w 


S 




m 


•H 


< 


o 








• 


a 










o 


o 












• 




ON 


O 


Tt- 


CO 


<M 


U^ 


o 


oo 


o 


c 


c 


d 


ON 


CO 


vO 


2. 
E 


o S^ 


3- 


ON 


d 


d 


B 


r>» 


NO 


NO 


C 


o 


< 








d 


^ 










S2 


4^ 












o 


' 












O 


d 


"^ 1 


1 

to 

NO 

OO 


4^ 

a 


CO 

(L> 


d 


CO 


OO 


rs 


U 


vo 


d 


r-- 


8 


c 


w^ 


ON 


t-* 


s 


*-^ 


SO 


^ 


< 


o 


d 


d 


d 


r>* 


c 










CO 


o 










d' 


• 

CO 












d 


1 


1 


1 


1 




■1 












(U 












(Z2 














<v4- 


*0 


NO 


^ 






oo 


GO 


oo 


oo 






<^ 


*^ 


r^ 


r-«. 






t^ 


i-i 


l-i 


00 





o 

Q 
< 
U 



4^ 

u 

CO 

O 



W 



3 >^ 

as 



*-2 



(4 



igs 



PARLIAMENTARY 



Ji. 



An Account of the Sales of Goods from the Eaft Indies, between the 
firft Day of March 1787, and the ift Day of March .1788, aad 
the Amount of Cuftoms, Freight, and Charges of Merchandize 
paid or to be paid thereout ; together with an Eflimate of the ez« 
pefled Sales of Eaft India Goods, from the iftDay of March 17881 
to the 1 ft Day of March 1790; diftinguifliing each Year, and the 
Amount of Cuftoms, Freight and Charges of Merchandize, to 
be paid thereout in each Year. 



Amount of Goods fold between the ift of March 1787 
and the ift March 1788 

Cuftoms {5aid and to be paid theereout £• 504768 
Freight - - ditto 306653 

Charges of merchandize, ditto - 140705 



Eftimate ofexpefted Sales, between the ift March 1788 
and the 1 ft: March 1789 

Cuftoms to be paid thereout - £. STMT'S 

Freight - - ditto 258006 

Charges of merchandize, ditto - 140705 



Eftimate of the expected Sales, between the ift March 

1789 and the ift March 1790 

Cuftoms to be paid thereout - £. 645015 

Freight - - ditto 249575 

Charges of merchandize, ditto - 147000 



£. 2055886 



^ 934774 
;C- "33S3 




1041590 
£. 1408416 



Eafl India Houfc, 
the i5tU of May 178 8, 



Errors excepted. 



W, RICHARDSON, . 
AccomptaaC. 



m 



b E A t fe &. 



m 



scoiiht oiFthe Debts of the Eiaff-India Oxnpinf irifengland, cx- 
lYlB of Ihdiart Debt, as they flood on thfe ift l^Earch 1787^ and 
ie ift March i 788, and as they will ftaiid on the ift March 1789, 
Tding to fuch Eftimdte as can now be made thereof. 





iH March 


ifk March 


iH March 




1787. 


J7as. 






C^ 


£^ 


£' \ 


ids ftaridlng out, bearing mterell 


1990400 


1996600 


1996600 


- not bearing iiitereft 


10417 


10417 





toms - 


393769 


427091 


42700 


ght and demorage 


31 1 100 


386700 


200000 


s of exchange from Chitia 


529167 


466586 


502000 


;o - from India 


3585997 


2593655 


1443000 


ds and flores exported 


268I9I 


387604 


387600 


rrants pafled the Court Unpaid 


26300 


30000 




ra-cargoes comm iiiion on goods 
lid ^ - • 
ley borrowed of the Bank 


19873 


23926 


24000 


300000 


30000 


3C0000 


reft thereon 


6000 


6000 


600Q 


dry articles in department of 








lipping (exclufive of exports) 


62202 


153^8 


15300 


at owing for teas returned by 








le buyers - - 


6142 


6X20 




&i for teas purchafed on the 








jntinent * - - 


106200 






^ri^tors of private trade 


354200 


355600 




ishoufes at Poplar 


12780 


15516 
58205 


155^0 


reft on annuities ' 


57068 


582000 


on bonds 


5*^3 11 


50639 


(0700 
67300 


idends on ftock 


79709 


67266 


r Public, per agreement 


100000 




, 


be payments fhall be made, as 






, 


lated in an account now be- 








the honourable Houfe of 








imons, a loan of about 








*- 


— ' 




20501 




825 826 


7596893 


569S200 


The debt dne from Goyernmc 


nt to the ( 


Company is 


. 4200000 


debt dne from the Compan\ 


r to the J 


'iLnnuitants, 





hen the additional annuities mall be raifed, will be| 420000O 
India Houfe, 
le 21 ft May, 1788. Errors excepted. 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, Accomptant. 
.. XXIV. C c Acco^a^ 
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Amount o^ the Bond and other Debts of the Eaft-India Company ia 
Great Britain, as the fame flood upon the i ft Day of March^ 1788; 
To bonds ftandingout, bearing intereft jC*'>994 0SO 
Add, bonds in the Treafury that 
may be iffued - - ^>S50 

' £• 1996,600 

To ditto, not bearing intereft - - - 10,017 

To cuftoms rated on goods imported, and 
unrated on goods lold, including cuf- 
torn on teas - - - 448,709 

Dedudk what due on account of 

teas returned - - 21,618 

— . 427,091 

To freight and demorage ... . 386,70a 

To bills of exchange, &c. prefented, 
accepted, or adviied, 

from China, - 466,586 

from India, - 2,993,655 

from ditto, on account 
of the India debts, 
with intereft thereon, 1,148,859 

4»6o9i»<» 

To goods and ftores exported - - 387,604 

To warrants paffed the Court unpaid - - 30,000 

To fupra cargoes commiffion on goods fold - - 23,926 

To money borrowed of the Bank of England, for which 

the l^.xchequer bills are depofited - - 300,000 

To intereft thereon fix months, due the lath March, 

1788, at 4 per cent, per annum - - 6,000 

To fundry articles in the department of the Committee 

ofShipping(exclufive of exports) - - IS^S^' 

To what owing for teas returned by the buyers, and 

re-fold - - - - 6120 

To proprietors of private trade •»• - - 355^600 

To alms^houfes at Poplar ^ . - ^S^S^^ 

To intereft on annuities •• - • - 58,20j 

To ditto ort bonds - • - 

To dividends on ftock - • - 



50.67Q 
67,266 



N. B. The fum due by Government £*if14Si15^ 

to the Company is - - j^.4,200,OCX> 
And the fum due by the Com- 
pany to their annuitants - 2,992,440 ' — 
To which amount the Company is authorized 
to extend their annuity debt, purfuant toan 
aft of the 26th George the Third * X* h^^7>S^ 
Eaft-India Houfe, May 15, 1788. 

Errors excepted, W. RICHARDSON, Accomp. 
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PAftLIAMfeNtARiir 



Aiffeft 



An Account of the annual Revisriufes of the Eaft-India Company, li 
the Provinces of Bengal, Bahar, and Oriffa, and from Benares ao'd 
Owde ; under the Heads of Mint or Coinage Duties, Foil Officfe 
Colleflions, Benares Revehue, Owde Siibfidy, Land ReviMiuesj 
Cuftoin^, and the Receipts from the Sales of Salt and Opium, for 
three Years, according to the lateft Advices ; tbgether with the 
lateft Eftimate of the lame. 











Eftimate. 


. 


1782-3. 


I783-4- 


1784-5. 
32507 


1787-8. 


Mint Duties 


. 392H 


u86i 


13730 


:&orf-OfEceCoIleaions 


127258 


147600 


149 I 26 


104406 


Benares Revenue 


3775081 


4357888 


4464535 


(a) 45S10W 


Army Subfidy, being 










the Receipts from 










the Nabob Vizier, 










for the Expences of 










theCompany's troops 










employed in his Do- 










minions 


5367483 


5822715 


5727600 


5259648 


Land Revenue^ Col- 










left ion thereof, in- 










cluding former years 


A 








Balances 


29397240 


30058092 


30363936 


29461833 
1691280 


Cnftoms 


1989634 


198559s 


1032346 


Sale of Salt, Amount 










received 


7980414 


EftJ 8276308 


9048441 


74584*4 


Do. of Opium — Do 


17 18085 


Ell"* 1858000 


1733479 


2088591 


Total Rev. C.Rs. 


50894409 


52518059 


53151970 


50648906 


Dedudt Charges 


41741855 
9152554 


43048595 


43125191 
1C026779 


30662401 


Neat Rev. C.Rs. 


9469464 


»9986soJ 


At 2 J. 3^. per Cur- 










rent Rupee ^. ft. 


1029662 


1065314 


112801a 


2248681 



{a) In the Eftimate for 1787-8, Credit* is taken for the antiual Tribute agreed 

for, being C. Rs. 4440000 ; and for Balances of former Years C. Rs. itioooj 

making the Total inferred above,— But fome Remiflions have been annually 

claimed and allowed from the Tribute agreed for in 1781, which in September 

1786, to the Amount of C.Rs. 2 1 6723^ were allowed to (land as a permanent De- 

dui£Hon from the Re venue. — The Eftimate is therefore over- rathed in this AmoQiit* 

N.B. As the Government Cuftoms have been ordered to be aboliihed, thii 

Article of Revenue will ceafe in future Years. The Neat Amount if 

eftimated for 1787-8 at C. Rs. 1459280. 



Eaft-IndiaHoufe, 
16th May, 1788. 



Errors excepted. 



Wm. WRIGHT. 
Auditor of Indlaa Accountiu 
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An Account of the annual Charges defrayed by the Eaft-India Company in the 
Provinces of Bengal, Bahar, and OriflTa, and in Benares and Owde; diftin- 
guiihiog the fame under the refpe6tive Heads of Civil, Military, and Marine^ 
the Charges of Buildings and Fortifications, of colle6bing the Revenues and 
Cuftoms, and the Advances and Charges on Account of Salt and Opium, for 
three Years, according to the lateft Advices | together with the lateft £iU* 
tnate of the fame. 











Eftimate. 




i78i-3- 


1783-4. 


1784.5. 


1787.8. 


Civil. 

Mint Charges • 










58538 


37138 


36856 


41600 


Poft Offices Do. 


161507 


155767 


164669 


170510 


Charges of the Refidency of 










Benares 


165085 


161690 


22T997 


150944 


Do. of the Refident's, &c. 










Offices at Lucknow - 


78618 


11474* 


76045 


143981 


Do. of the Supreme Court of 










Judicature, and LawChar- 










ges 


470603 


1109018 


74^75* 


609857 


Other Charges in the Civil 










Efiablilhment 


2286152 


3659054 4*64344 


2461079 


Total Civil Charges C.Rs 


3220503 


5237409 


5512063 


367«l8« 


Military. 










Charges on the Company's 










Account, including Con- 










trails, Contingencies, and 










King's Troops 


^6393583 15043244 


14018694 


8995064 


Do. on the Vizier's Account 


5367483 58**715 


5727600 


5159648 


Total Military Charges C.Rs 


21761066 20865959 


19756294 


(^) 141547** 


Marine * . . 


747094 868175 


913053 


536900 


Buildings and Fortifications - 


990044 656561 


890026 


£69760 


Revenue Charges, including Sti- 


1 






pends, Jaghircs and Commiifion 


10262S03 11165900 


1H12517 


(0 73433*$ 


Culloms, Charges of Collections 


618309 598696 


602594 


1310QO 


Salt Advances and Chai'ges - 


2858996 2435895 


2790968 


3310791 


Opium, Do. and Do. 


1283040 1220000 


1147676 


1035930 


Total Charges C.Rs 


4174185543048595 


43125191 


30661401 



.(5) The total Military Charges by the abftr^ft Eftimatc of 1787-8, now before th$ 
Hooie, are dated at C. Rs 14652344 ; thi^ includes the Expenec of Buildings and Works, 
here Separated, and the Commiinoa on the Revenues to Field Officers, added above t« the 
Revenue Charges, to make them comtorm ro the other Years. 

{c) The Charges of the Revenue Department appear, by the Edimate of 1787-8, to be 
ledoced'zo Lacs of C. Hs below the Sum limited for this Head of Expence by the Coort*a 
Orders of April 1785. — fhe Jaghirc to Lord Clive ceafcd from May 1784* 

The Commercial Charges are not included abovCj being dated ia the fepante AcOMflt^ 
No. 8 (a), to the amount of C. Ks 1042000. 
N. B: It mull be obfervcd, that the Military Charges will be increafed by the Additloa 
made to the Cavalry ia the September lull, and b> the King's, Regiment to be 
Rationed in Beogal. 

Vol. 3CX1V. 2D Ko 



ao2 PARLIAMENTARY * A, 1788. 

An Account of the Annual Revenues of the Eaft India Company, at the Prcfi- 
dency of Bombay, and the Settlements fubordinate thereto, under the Headt 
of Land Revenues, Cuiloms, and Farms or Licences for Three Years, ac- 
cording to the lateft Advioes ; together with the latcft ElVnnatc of the fame. 





1 78.-3 


1783-4 


1784-5 


per eflimate 
1787-8 


Land Rcrenucs — Rupees 


29,12,632 


S'57>999 


4.30.777 


5,44,900 


Cufloms — — 


6,97,240 


7»96>H7 


6,39»37i 


6,31,701 


FaiTOs and Licences — 


1,69,176 
37 79.«048 


1,26,096 


ii63»i57 


notfpecified 


Total Revenues, Rupee* 


14,80,342 


i2»33i3^ 


11,76,601 


Eaft-India Hmifc, 
i6th May 1788. 











An Account of the Annual Charges defrayed by the Eaft-lndia Company, at 
the Prefidency of Bombay, and the fettlements fubordinate thereto, (fiftin* 
guifhing the fame under the relpcdtive Heads of Civil, Marine, Military, 
Buildings and Fortifications, and the Charges of collecting the Revenues 
and Cuiloms for Thrct Years, according to the lateft Advices ; together 
with the latell Edimate of the lame. 





17S2-3 


171 3-4 


1784-5 


pereftimate 
1787.8 


Civil Charges — 


10,39,008 


7,16,696 


6,24,583 


' 7,32»o88 


Marine Charges — 
Military Charges, including 
King's Troops — 


9,69,872 
58,81,280 


6>23,779 
67,301744 


6,04,142 
3io4»7S2 


4,76,005 

(a) 
21,19,147 


Buildings and Fortifications 


1,92,008 


i,9S>340 


i.7o>399 


2>i3>^S^ 


Charges collcifling the Revenues 
and Cuiloms — 


2,78,360 


1,78,251 


91,894 


1, 10,949 


Rupees — 


73,60,528 


84,44,810 


46,4S»77S 


36,Si»245 


Dcdu6t, Revenues — 


3 7' 79*048 


14,80,342 


12,33,306 


11,76,601 


Neat Charges, Rupees -^ 


35,81,480 


69,63,468 


34,12,469 


24i74'^44 



At 28. 6d. per Rupee, £, Sterling. 



870,433 



426,558 



309,330 



447,685 

(a) It mull be obi'crved that the military charges will be incrcafed in future 
years, by the two King's regiments to be flationcd at Bombay. 

Errors excepted. Wm. WRIGHT, Aud. Ind. Accts. 
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Vccoirnt of the Number and Tonnage of the Ships laden in China* 
for the Eaft-lndia Company, in the Seafon 1786-7. 





BulUeit 


Chartered 


Tonnagf 


KintUdgr 


Total Tons 




Meafure- 


Tonnage. 


laden iii 


ladci) in 


on Board. 




mcnt. 




China. 


EnglanJ. 




e of Montrofe 


762 


755 


686 


92 


778 


humberland 


784 


755 


741 


92 


^33 


hampton 


758 


758 


■716 


9^ 


808 


Cornwillis 


774 


755 


694 


92 


786 


:ra6lor 


777 


758 


76. 


02 
88 


'M 


Tiont 


737'. 


723 


678 


al Charlotte 


85s 


75! 


850 


92 


042 
§64 


:une 


809 


758 


772 


92 


jer . 


• 537 


537 


467 


66 


533 


- 


779 


755 


669 


92 


761 


gewater 


799 


755 


732 


92 


824 


t 


76s 


758 


. 795 


92 


887 


>man 


538 


538 


. 57f> 


66 


642 


Sir Ed. Hughes 


810 




670 


„— 


670 


I North r 


777 


• 758 
75^ 


74« . 


92 


833 


latic 


779 


799 


92 


801 


intine 


790 


75^ 


663 


92 


755 


fittart 


828 


758 


687 


.92 


779 


ran 


876 


755 


769 


92 


861 


WiUian^ , 


2^.8 

804 


75S 


753 


92 


845 
868 


[borne 


758 


776 


92 


eral Goddard 


799 


755 


730 


9^ 


822 


)pa 


772 


755 


742 


92 


834 


Jlefex 


8|2 


75| 
75° 


735 


92 


827 


of Mansfield 


Wi 


743 


92 


83| 


k . r 


758 


874 


U 


.810 


al Bifliop - 


708 


720 


724 


s - . 


696 


696 


659 


85 


744 


don 


836 


758 


881 


92 


973 


29 Ships. 


22,448 


20,615 


20,993 


2 507 


23,|CO 



'. B. The Cargo of the Admiral §ir Edward Hughes arrived 
in May 1788, in the General Elliot. 

The Cargo of the Mars was loft, after her Arrival 
in England. 
.aft-India Houfe, J. HOLLAND. 

2pthJ4ay, 1788. ^ 
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PARLIAMENTARY 



A« 17884 . 



^n Account of the Amount received at the feveral Prefidencies of 
Fort WiUiam, Fort St. George, and Bombay, for Sales of Import 
Goods and Stores, and for Certificates on the Court of DireSors, 
within the laft Three Years, according to the laft Advices, together 
with the lateft Eflimate of the fame. 



SALES OF IMPORT GOODS 



Bengal r 

Madras 

Bombay 

Average of 3 Year$ 



CERTIFICATES. 



Bengal 
Madra? 
Bombay •► • 

Average of 3 Years 



1782-3 



Cur. Rps. 
ii,*4,637 

8,^5,078 
2.U,S30 



2 144 ,45 



1783-4- 



Cur. Rps. 
10,78,494 

11,11,821 

26,18,924 

48,09,239 



1784-5- 



PerEftiraitep 
1787.8. 



Cur^ Rps 
16,97,693 

8,98,675 

5,96,060 

31,92,428 



Cur. Rps. 33,81,970 



Cur. Rpi. 
7,ii,coo 

8,07,500 
7»s6,32o 

22,74J820 



1784-5- 



4,09,932 



3^48,825 
7»S8,757 

V 



1785.6. 



3'48»335 
31,900 

64,443 
4,44,^78 



1786.7. 

5>72,892 

43,821 

6,16,713 



Cur. Rps^ 6,06,716 



Per Eftimit^ 
1787.8. 



5,00,000 

none dated. 
6,49,C0Q 



The Sales of Import Stores cannot be afcertained. 

N. B. Pagodas converted into Current Rupees, at 425 per lOO. 
Bombay Rupees at 116 Current Rupees per 100. 
iaft-India Houfe, 1 6th May, 1788. 

JErrors excepted, Wm. WRIGHT, Aud. Ind. Acctf. 



u 



DEBATES, 



aioS 



tof the Bond and other Debts of the Eaft-Indla Company, 
eir refpediive Prefidencies and Settlements abroad, accord- 
D the lateft Advices ; the R^tes of Intereft which fuch Debt? 
ftively carry ; and the annual Amount of fuch Intereft, 



/iLj 31/? 0/?. ijSy.per ^ickStocki 
received per Bujbridge. 



>t«, viz.-^ Amount on which Intereft has 

ceafed — 

Amount at 8 per cent. — 



Total — 

)oadi depofited by the late Governor 

al, which are to be carried to the Com- 

\ account and cancelled, Principal — 

Intereft 



tes liTued to this date, bearing an inte- 
8 per cent, per annum, in which are in- 
1 81 J lacks iftued by the Board of Trade 
ed intereft thereon, being the amount 
nding, and ifiued fince 16 Auguft 17S6, 
, if not infcrted on the quick ftock «— 

n th« Treafury not demanded — 

account the promifed donation to the 
by Sujah Dowlah, and on bond to Mr. 
r, which have been received from the 

mted on Benares, not difcharged 

civil 

W[ilitary, including C, Rs. 308641, on 

account of off reckonings, and the ar; 

rears to the King's troops in Bengal 

Marine ^ 

RcTcnuc, of which C. Rs. 268000 iflu- 

able in certificates — -7- 

Commercial — — - 



tal dcbtf Bengal, C. Rs. carripd over rr 



Principal. 



C. Rs 

4(;ii8 
18905720 



18950838 



77500 
.13000 



16324460 
960240 



255968 



1 599 1 50 

6479 

4SS433 
934S7 



fntcrftft dii. 
to this 
Period 



C. Ri 

3866 
1021327 



102 5 193 



19976031 



9050& 



19885531 



17284700 
120963 

373139 



1058634 
240870 



2410487 



413743M 



MilDRA^ 



PARLIAMENTARY - A/r 



ao6 

MADRAS^ 31 July, lyBj, pfr ^ick Siock I per 
Ravenpworth. 

Brought over — 

Bonded debt, tt S per cent. — Pagodas 

Pepofitcs 8 per cent. -r* "»• — 

Ditto — 6 per cent. — — 



Tx>tal bortded debts, with Intereft — 

Due on account depofites of Dutch captors ^— ^ 

of Accountant General — 

of Mayor's Court, &c. &c. — 

Arrears, Ctvi! — -- — ^ -- 

Military- --- • . -^ 

Marine — .^ -^ —. 

Due for ground taken and tob.e talicn at Hog Hill, St. Thome, 
&c. by the Quick Stock, Pags. i,6x,ooo; but by the letter 
in the military department of received from 

Madras, there is dated to be due on this account, about - 

X>Vit to the private creditors of the Nabob of Arept, for their 
fljarc of payments made by him ■ . y . ■ — 

Total Madras Pagodas — — 

Pagodas eftimated, in the laft account recdved from Bengal, 
at 4x5 C Rs. per 100 pagodas — ■ 

BOMBATy 30 April, 1787, per ^iick Stock; per 
Ravenjhvort/j, 



Bond debt, with intereft 
Due on account depofites 
Due to the King of Travencorc 
Arrears, CnMl — 

Military 

Marine — . 



Rupees — 



Total Bomluy rupees -w 

Batta 16 per cent. ?— 



BENCOOLEN, \ft January, 1787, per ^kk 
Stock ; per Kent, 



Paper currency outflauding ■ 

Bonds ditto — . — 

Depofites — — — 

Due the Refidcnts at the out factories — 



Dollars — 



Total Bencoolon dollars — 
at X J C. Rs. per doller — 

Total debts in India 



Principal. 


Intcreft. 


C.F 


20834J1 
12000 

33895 


11500C 

36 
88c 


4«37. 


2x29346 


1 i6i43 




~ 1 

90036 

143031 
69829 


22^5589 

145700 

4630 

302897 
ax»ooo 


•i 


421971 
788183 
276849 




2996973 




f6ft0389S 
231919 
Z75919 

1487003 


i»73 


— 




18x9873^ 
X927798 


2112' 


25646c 

6x717 

6439 

a78ii 




353427 


8S} 
6>it 



The amount of the Bond Dchtsthat has been fuhfgnbed on the terms 
of the Court's letter of I5fh September, if^St being about 150 
Jacks of current rupees, is not included above. 



8. DEBATES. 

\nnual Interejl on the Bond Debts. 

BENGAL. 

d debt^rincipal - C. Rs. 18873338 at 8 per cent, 
ificates — — * 16324460 "J 

o, iffuable for rcvenu« ar- > ditto 

;ars . — -^ 268000 J 



MADRAS. 

ddebt, principal — Pag. 208343 1 at 8 percent. 
Dfites bearing intercfl 3389; at 6 

— I .12000 at 8 



at 425 C. Rs. per 100 Pagodas — 

BOMBAY. 

d debt — Rupees 16203900 at 9I per C. R. 



207 



at C. Rs. 1 16 per cent. — 



BENCOOLEN. 

ddebtO 

paper > — dallars 319177 at i o per cent. — 

tVLQJ J 

at i\ C. Rs. per dollar 
Total annual intereft — — 



Cur. Rs. 


1509867 




1327396 


2837263 


Pagodas 




166674 

, 2034 

960 




169668 




C, Rs. 


721089 


1478616 




C.Rs. 


1715194 


Dollars. 




31918 




C. Rs. 
C.Rs. 


79795 


53S334I 



dia Houfe, 
Bay, 1788. 



Errors excepted, . 



Wm. WRIGHT, 

Auditor of Indian Accounts* * 



CotCV^^^^!^ 



iS$ 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 1^81 



Cdmparilbn ©f the eftimated ahd a^ial Amount of the Revenues of the Eaft-Indli 
Company, in the Provinces of Bengal, Bahar, and Orifla, and from Benares and Owde^ 
under the Heads of Mint or G>inagc Duties,- Fofl Office Colle<^ions, Benares Revenue, 
iOwde Subddy, Land Revenues, Cuftpms, and the Receipts froni fhe Sales of Salt and Opium, 
for the Year 1786-7; and of the Charges defrayed by the faid Company in the faid Pro- 
vinces, and id Benares and Owdc ; diltinguifhiag the fame under the refpe^^ivc Heads 0/ 
Civil, Military, and Marine, the Cliarges of Buildings and Fortifications, of colle^ag the 
RexTnues and Cudoms, and the Advances and Charges on Account of Salt and Opium fof 
the iaid Year ; as far as the fame can be made up. 







Eftimated 


A^lual Surplus 


Deficien- 


REVENUES. 




Amount to 
be received 


Amount in the 
received in a£lual 


cy in th« 
aOual 






tor 1786-7 


1786-7. 


receipts. 


rccaptSt 


Mint duties , — ' — — 
Poll-office coHeftions i — . — — 
Benares revenue / -*• — — 
Owde fnbfjdy — — — 
Land revenues, net amount expcfted to be realized, 
as the aftuSl girdfs colltftions and charges are not 


15783 
loooco 

4280858 
4577973 


iS3i$> 

IC9191 

4312650 

• 34^0653 


9191 
3i7pa 


464 

1167310 


ftated — 

Cuftoms, net" amoujjt, for the fame reafon 
Sales o£ fait, ditto, dirto — 
Do. ofojHum, ditto, ditto — 


— 


ti255t3»4 

i X461600 

4756000 

658310 


238840^3 

1605059 
5350716 
1131069 


123272^1 
143459 
S947J6 
S73749 




Total — 
Neat furplua of receipts 


38501858 


399^07 10 


2585636 


ixe7r^ 

f4»78l» 




— 


19336103 


19889933 


960437 


15»A3» 


Deduft char (res — 
Exccfs of actual charges 


♦06607 
553«30 












5tfc43r' 


Neat revenues 
Exccfs of the ad^tuai neat fuiplus 


- 


§ipi(55755 

864021 


2002977/ 


1625199 


76*177 
8640:1 




Z0019777 


i6i$iJ9 



• This is the whole nmount received from the Vizier in the courfe of the year, dedndfc^^ 
only the payments made lor his brothcis, and the kohilla llipcnds ; but it muft be obfatf^ 
that .as arreaA were due to the troops ferving in his dominions on the ift May, lySfij Aov» 
amount of about fcvcn lacks, which were probably difcharged out of the firft payments »«*• 
by the Vizier in 1786-7, that amount muft be confidcrcd as not belonging to the receipts f<W 
cuiTcnt fublidy for 178^-7, but for the balance of the former year. 

f By deducting the charges from the revenues as entered in the account preiented to the 
Houfe laft year, the differeixe is C. Rs. 1,15,17.9x4, but there was omitted to be added toib« 
Kevcmies thefum of C. Rs. 1,33,400 for fees formeily received by the coUcaors, &c no^ 
broi^ht to the Company's account. 

I By a fimilar omifTion on the fame account in this, department, in the account prefcutea ^ 
laft year, the neat cuftoms were IV.ort ftated C. Rs, ^9,600. 

§ The neat eftimated furplus of vevcnues differs from that ftated in'the account prefentcdUft 
reir for the realons aujve nRntiouctij aud becaufe the building* and iibrtificadoos arc ooul* 
ted. Sec note |i . 

CHARGES. ; 



A. 1 7 88* 



DEBATES. 



20^ 



' CHARGES. 

s 


..fli mated 
Amount 
1786-7. 


in 


Surplus 
in the 
ai^tiiaf 

chargfs. 


.:^cien- 

:y in the 

aftiial 

charges. 


CIVIL. 

^int Charp[cs — — 
Poft^ffice ditto — 
Charges of the Rcfidcncy of Benares — 
. Do. of the Rcfidents, &c. offices, at Lucknow 
J>a. of the Supreme Court of Judicature, an 

charges — — 
Other charges in the civil ellabliflimcnt — 


d Lav¥ 
C.Rs. 


43886 
164*65 

164163 
69086 

673706 
2267314 


45398 
165199 

^i9>9S 
376158 

j 33*6158 


1511 
1134 

307071 
3851x8 


347<5t 


Total civil charges -— 


338233c 


404i4c8j 694846 


347<S« 


MILITARY. 

Charges on the Company's Account — 
Ditto — Viiicr's ditto — • 


10805463 
4577973 

153834^6 








Total military charges 


1:011597 


— 


371839 


Marine charges — — 
. ;. JUvenne ditto — — 
*■' fiuftoms ditto — — 

Salt advances and charges — — 
- Opium ditto ditto — ' 


.*f70T37 8359*8 165591 
Thefe heads of charges are not inftrted 
here, the heads of K evciiues being ftat- 
ed at their n< a', amount, for the reaibr.« 
given on the other fide. 


Excefs of aftual charges 


1119336103 


19889933 


960437 


406607 
553830 

960437 



I The head of Buildings and Fortifications is not fcparately infcrted cither in the cftimated 
or a^oal account of charges. It was Itatcd on cftimate, in the account prefented lad year, at 
7 lacks, being the average expcnce of 3 years. The aftnal expence was only 4 lacks ; bnt as 
the Accountant General of Bengal has included in- the " Account, dating the difference be- 
** Tvieen the cftimated and a£tual difturfements," . feveral articles under the head of *« Uncx-» 
*'pc£tai Difburfements;'* audit is probable would not have omitted to fo large an amount 
forlhis article, it is not certain whether the charge of buildings and fortifications is not in- 
eluded under the head of Military Charges actually incurred. 



Eaft 'India Houfe, 
16th May, 1787. 



Errors excepted. 

Wm. WRIGHT, 

Auditor of Indian Accounts. 



Vol. XXIV. 



Ee 



Au 



aio 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A* 1788. 



An Account of the annual Revenues of the Enft India Company, at 
the Prefidency of Fort St. George, and the Settlements fubordinatc 
thereto, and in the Carnatic and Northern Circars, under the Heads 
of Mint or Coinage Duties, Sea or Land Cufioms, Subfidy from 
the Nabob of Arcot and Rajah -of Tanjore, Land Revenues, and 
Farms and Licences, for three Years, according- to the laCeft Ac- 
counts; together with the latefl Eftimate of the fame. 



Coinage duties - - - 
Sea Cuftoms - - - - 
Land Cuftoms - - - - 
Subfidy from the Nabob of 

Arcot - 

Subfidy from the Rajah of 

Tanjore . - - - - 
Land Revenues - - - 
Farms and Licences - - 

Total Revenues^ Pagodas 




400000 

1353980 

85619 



1785-6. 



4790 
49020 
21216 

549000 

400000 

1327085 

69199 



2518835 I 2410310 
Dedudl Charges 

Pagodas 

Pounds fterling 



per Eifimate 
1787-8. 



3600 
77864 

aiooo 

{a) 730000 

400000 
(^)204XD577 
not fpecificd 

.3^73«4i 
3177785 



95^S<> 



38102 



(rt) The annual fubfidy from the Nabob by the late treaty was 
fettled at 9 lacs of pagodas, of which he is to pay pagodas 680000, 
and the remainder (220000) is to be received from the Rajah of Tan- 
jore ; of the latter, the ftated kifts agreed on will yield, between ift 
May 1787 and 3Cth April 1788, according to the Madras eftimate for 
that period, only pagodas 50000, making, with the fum to he received 
from the Nabob, pagodas 730000, the total here inferted ; but in futifrc 
years the whole fubfidy will be brought to account. 

{b) The average colle6l ions of the circars, from 1783 to 1786, were 
under 12 lacs of pagodas per annum — the receipts for 1786-7 were 
about 13 lacs — they are eft i mated for 1787-8 at above 15 lacs, includ- 
ing part of the putftanding balances. 

The outftanding balances of the Circars, on the 30th April 1786, 
were pagodas 960334, after writing off* what fums appeared irrecover- 
able. On the 31ft of July 1787 they had been reduced pagodas iO2O00» 
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PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 1788. 



An Account of the Expences of the Ifldnd of St. Helena, and the Fac- 
tory of Canton, for three Years, according to the lateft Advices., 



St. HELENA. 


1784-5 


1785-6 


1786-7 


Civil charges - Pounds flerling 

Military charges 

Fortifications - . » 


1O409 

14136 

518 


9782 

13753 
726 


6571 

18521 

792 


Total .charges - 

Revenues arifing from rents, fines, cuf- 
toms, &€• - - - 


25063 
1294 


24261 
866 


25884 
966 


Neat charges - pounds fterling 


23769 


23395 


24918 






CANTON. 


1784-5 


.1785-6 


T 786-7 


?"a£lory charges - - Tales 


84734 


108076 


14743* 


At 6s. 8d. per tale — pounds fterling 


28243 


36025 


49144 



^. B. The fadlory charges at Canton are always added to the goo(k 
invoiced to Europe. 

Errors excepted, 

. 'W. WRIGHT, 

Auditor of Indian Accounts* 



DEBATES. 



^^3 



ount of the Expences of the Refidency of Fort Mar'Sorougli 
ts Dependencies, for three Years, acccrdiiig to tlie liteft Ad- 
; together with the lateft Eftimate of the fame. 





1783-4 


17345 


17856 


EtiimateS. 


arges, — Span! Dllrs. 


139328 


148092 


J5ri2 




charges — 


14308 


11511 


13845 




^ charges — 


85188 


78861 


85862 




js and fortifications 


39552 


i577« 


36567 




d charges — S. Dllw. 


278376 


254235 


291986 


\ 


es arifiog from cuf- 










» far:ms, and licences 


10672 


10672 


9000 


,% 


at charges— S. Dllrs. 


267704 


243563 


282986 




per dollar -^j^. fterl. 


■<■. 
66926 


60891 


70746 


2765^^ 



rtic Court's orders^ March, 1785, direiSled the charges of tlv» 
jncy €if Fort Marlborough to be reduced to the funi of 276501., 
10 advice is received of their being carried into effe£t» 

ndia Houfe, Errors excepted. 

Vlay, 1788. W. WRIGHT, 

Auditor of Indian Accounts. 
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HISTORY 

or t a E 
PROCEEDING^ And DEBATES 

OF T H ^ 

HOUSE of LORDS 

In the FIFTH SESSION of th« 

Sixteenth Parliament of Great Britain^ 

Appointed to be holden at WfistMiNSTEa 

On Tuesday the iSlhofMAv, 1784. 



Tuefday^ 2^th November y l^^^• 



X H E Houfe of Peers met, according to their laft prord* 
gation, when the Duke of York took his feat. His Royal 
Highnefs^ having been by letters patent, dated the 17 th of 
November, 1784, in the 24th year of his Majefty's reign, 
created Duke of York and Albany, was, in his robes^ which> 
H^ith the collar of the order of the Garter, his Highnefs had 
put on in the Earl Marfhal's room, introduced into thd 
Houfe of Peers in the following order : 

Sir Francis Molineux, Gentleman Uflier of the Black 
Hod) with his ftaff* of office. 

Garter Principal King of Arms, in his robes, with his 
Iceptre, bearing his Royal Highnefs*s patent. 

Duke of Norfolk, Earl Marfhal of England. 

Sir Peter Burrell, Deputy Great Chamberiain of Eng- 
land. 

His Royal Highnefs the Duke of York, carrying his writ 
mi fummons, fupported by the Duke of Chandos and Duke 
^ Beaufort^ and proceeding up the Houfe with the ufual re- 
'Verences, the writ and patent were delivered to the Lord 
High Chancellor, Speaker^ on the wool&ck, and read by 
the Clerk of the Parliament, at the table, his Royal High- 
nefs and the reft of the ptoceffion ftanding neat ; ail^^i ^^^lYvvcVv^ 

H h 2* Vv^ 
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his Royal Highnefs was conduced to his feat near the 
Throne, and being covered as ufual, the ceremony ended* 
Soon afterwards. His Majefty came to the Houfe, and 
being feated on the throne with the ufual folemnities, and 
the Gentleman Ulher of the Black Rod being fent with a 
meflage, commanding the attendance of the Commons, the 
Speaker, and feveral members, attended below the bar, when 
the King made the following fpeech from the throne : 

" My Lords and Gentlemen^ 

** AT the clofe of thq laft fefflon, I informed you of the 
<^ concern with which 1 obferved the difputes unhappily fub- 
" fifting in the Republic of the United Provinces. 

" Their fituation foon afterwards became more critical 
" and alarming, and the danger which threatened their con- 
<* ftitution and independence leemed likely, in confequenc^ 
** to aft'e(S the fecurity and interefts of my dominions. 

^* No endeavours were wanting on my part to contribute^ 
*^ by my good oiEces, to the reftoration of tranquillity, and 
^* the 'maintenance of the lawful government ; and I alfo 
** thought it necelFary to explain my intention of counter- 
" afting all forcible interference, on the part of France, in 
" the internal affairs of the Republic. Under thefe circum- 
" fiances, the King of Pruflia having taken meafures to en- 
" force his demand of fatisfa(5tion for the infult offered to 
' " the Princefs of Orange, the party which had ufurped the 
" government of Holland applied to the Moft Chriftian 
*^ King for affiftance, who notified to me his intention of 
*^ granting their requeft. 

" In conformity to the principles which I had before ex- 
^* plained, I did not hefitate, on receiving this notification, 
*^ to declare, that I could not remain a quiet fpeflator of 
*^ the armed interference of France ; and I gave immediate 
*^ orders for augnicMUing my forces both by fea and land. 

" In the courfe of thefe trail factions, I alfo thought pro- 
*^ per to conclude a treaty with tlie Landgrave of Heffe 
" Caflel, by which [ fecured the ailillance of a confiderablc 
^^ body of troops, in caie my fervice fliould require it. 

** in the mean time, the rapid fuccefs of the Pruflian 
^' troops, under the condu61: of the Duke of Brunfwick, 
" while it was the means of obtaining the reparation de- 
*^ manded by the King of Pruflia, enabled the provinces to 
^^ deliver ihcmlblves from the opprelFion under which they 
" laboured, and to rc-eftablifh their lawful government. 

" All fubjefts of conteft being thus removed, an amicable 
*^ explanation took place between me and the JNIo ft Chriftian 
^* King; and declarations have been exchanged by our re- 
*^ fpedliveMinillers, by which we have agreed mutually to 

difarni, 
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•' difarniy and to place our naval eftablifhments on the fame 
•* footing as in the beginning of the prefent year, 

*' It gives me the greateft fatisfadtion that the important 
'* events, which I have communicated to you, have taken 
^* place, without difturbing my fubje6ls in the enjoyn^ent 
^^ of the bleffings of peace ; and 1 have great pleafure in ac- 
" quainting you, that 1 continue to receive, from all foreign 
" powers, the fullefl: aflurances of their pacific and friendly 
" difpofition towards tliis country, I mull, at the fame 
" time, regret that the tranquillity of one part of Europe is 
" unhappily interrupted by the war which has broken out 
*^ between Ruffiaand the Porte, 

" A convention has been agreed upon between me and the 
** Moft Chriftian King, explanatory of the thirteenth ar- 
" tide of the laft treaty of peace, and calculated to prevent 
" jealoufies and difputes between our refpedlive fubjedls in 
" the Eaft Indies, I have ordered copies of the feveral trea- 
" ties to which I have referred, and of the declaration and 
" counter-declaration exchanged at Verfailles, to be laid 
" before you. 

** Gentlemen of the Houfc of Commons, 

<^ I haue ordered the eftimates for the enfuing year to be 
<< laid before you, together with an account of the extra- 
" ordinary expences which the fituation of affairs rendered 
" neceffary. 

*^ I have the fulleft reliance on your zeal and public 
*' fpirit, that you will make due provifion for the feveral 
** branches of the public fervice. I am always defirous of 
" confining thofe expences within the narroweft limits, 
*' which a prudent regard for the public fafety will permit ; 
« but I muft, at the fame time, recommend to your par- 
** ticular attention to confider of the proper means for 
*' maintaining my diftant pofleffions in an adequate pofture 
<* of defenfe. 

" Afy Lords and Gentlemen^ 

<< The flouri{hing ftate of the commerce and revenues of 
^ this country cannot fail to encourage you in the purfuit 
** of fuch meafures as may confirm and improve fo favourable 
'" a fituation. 

" Thefc circumftanccs muft alfo render you peculiarly 
" anxious for the continuation of public tranquillity, which 
" is my conftant objed to preferve. 

" I am, at the fame time, perfuaded you will agree with 
« me in thinking, that nothing can more efFeiJlually tend 
" to fecure fo invaluable a blelfing, than the zeal and una- 
^* nimity which were fliewn by ;ill ranJ^s of my fubjedls on 
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'^ the late occafion, and which manifefted their readinefsto 
** exert themfelves whenever the honour of my crown, and 
** the interefts of my dominions, may require it.** 

After His Majefly had quitted the Houfe, Lord Heathfidd 
took the oaths, and his leat on the Baron's bench — HisLcid- 
fhiywas introduced by Lord Rodney and Lord Delaval; 
after which the Marquis Townfhend went through the fcr- 
malities of his recent creation to that dignity. He was fnp- 
ported by the Marquis of Buckingham and the Marquis of 
Lanfdown. 

The Lord Chancellor then read a copy of His Majefly^s 
fpeech, which being again read over by the clerk, 
Earl of The Earl of Harrington rofe, and obferved that it was with 
Harrington, peculiar fatisfaftion that he requefted the attention of their 
Lordfhips on the prefent occafion, though he was con- 
vinced that it was not neceflary for him to fay much to 
induce them to agree to an addrefs which he fhould have 
the honour to move, nor did he conceive that it was reqai- 
llte at any great length, to urge their Lordfliips to give 
their approbation to meafures, the refult of which had 
proved fo fortunate for the honour and interefts of Great 
Britain. Every man who beheld this country rifing from 
depreffion, to that rank among the nations of Europe in 
which fhe had long flouriflied, and which it had been the 
labour of our anceftors to preferve, muft feel a glow of fatis- 
fa£tion in contemplating the prefent aufpicious momentt 
The meafures had been adopted, as a natural confequence 
of the alarming interference of France in the diflentioiis 
which unhappily difturbed the conftitutional Govemnoent 
of the United Provinces, had not only reftored the public 
tranquillity, but defeated the deep defigns of an enemy which 
we had every reafon to dread, and which we ought perpe- 
tually to watch with a jealous eye. To gain an afcendency 
in the councils of Holland had been the favourite objed, 
and the invariable policy of France for a long feries of yearsJ 
and it was unneceffary for him to fay how fatal thofe de- 
figns, had they fucceded, might have proved to his country. 
Happily they were now fruftrated, he hoped, for ever. He 
would, for a moment, fuppofe, that the party againfl ihc 
Houfe of Orange had prevailed, and to fupport their canfe^ 
that they had thrown themfelves into the arms of France: 
what would have been the natural confequences ? The 
Auftrian Netherlands, which were at fo great a diftance 
from the feat of Empire, would probably have been the firft 
facrifice to the pride and ambition of their new ally. And 
would not this country have had every thing to dread from 
the iunftion of the marine of Holland with that of the 
Houfe of Bourbon ? 

Upon 
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Upon this occafion, no inconfiderable degree of praife was 
lue to Miniflers for their adtive and fpirited exertions againft 
sin oppofition fo formidable in its nature. Had they lin- 
gered in negociation> their endeavours would probably have 
proved fruiflefs, and the confequencc might have again 
plunged us into a ruinous, expeniive, and unequal war. It 
was, therefore, with the moil unfeigned fatisfadtion that he 
now viewed the reverfe of the pifture, and that he again 
beheld his country in fo flourifhing and flattering a fituation: 
SI fitaation which had been purchafed without the blood of 
her armies, or the expenditure of her treafures. He hear- 
tily congratulated the Sovereign on an occafion fo honour* 
able to his Councils, and fo grateful to the nation at large, 
and he hoped he would long enjoy thofe honours which now 
fell thick around him. I'he Earl of Harrington then en- 
tered upon a fhort detail of the motives which had induced 
jthe King of Pruffia to take a decided part in the dif- 
pates of HoUand, and complimented the Prince of Brunfwick 
on thf good conduft which had diftinguiflied his operations 
in re-eftablifliing the conftitutional Government. He con- 
jduded with moving, that a humble addrefs be prefented to His 
Majefty, to aflure him that His Majefly's mofl dutiful and 
loyal fubje<3s, the Lords fpiritual and temporal, in Parlia- 
pient aflemble4, beg leave to return His Majeily their hum- 
ble thanks f<^r his moft gracious fpeech from the throne. 

That tliey ackowledge with heartfelt gratitude his Ma- 
jefty's conftant regard to the interefts of his people, which 
fould not be more fully manifefted than by his attention to 
the difputes lately fubfiAing in the Republic of the United 
jProvjnces. 

That the ganger with which their conftitution and inde- 
f^ndenpe were threatened could not but ^e£):, in its pro- 
vable confequences, the fecurity and interefts of His Ma- 
jefty^s Kingdoms. 

That they beg leave, theiiefore^ humbly to exprefs their 
higheft opprobation of His Majefty's juft and wife determi- 
nation to counteraft all forcible interference on the part of 
France in the internal affairs of jthe Republic ; and that 
they acknowledge, in the fulleft manner, the propriety and 
neceflity of the declaration made by His Majefty in con- 
roroiity to thefe principles, when the intention of the Moft 
Chriftian King to affift the party which had ufurped the 
government of Holland was notified to His Majefty. And 
that they cainjot but heartly applaud the wife and vigorous 
^eps taken by His Majefty for tl?e augmentation of his 
forces by fea and land; meafures which, while they pre- 
pared the country for the emergency which might arife, 
tvere the moft likely to prolong the bleftings of peace* 

Tlv^t 
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That they learn, with particular fatisfaflion, ^he rapi4 
fuccefs of the Pruflian troops under the aufpicious conduft 
of His Serene Highnefs the Duke of Brunfwick, which ha$ j 
obtained for His Pruflian Majefiy the juft reparation which ' 
he demanded, and enabled the provinces to deliver them- ' 
I'elves from the oppreffion under which they laboured, ai 
well as to ellablifh their ancient and lawful government. 

That the important events wliich have taken place, with- 
out difturbing His Majefty*s fubjedls in the enjoyment of 
the bleflings of peace, afford mjtter of cordial congratula- 
tion to His Majefiy ; and that they are happy to fee His 
Majefty enabled to enter into an agreement with the Moft 
Chriftian King for difarming, and placing the naval efta- 
hlifhments of the two countries upon the fame footing as 
in the beginning of the prefent year. 

That they beg leave to return their humble thinks to His 
Majefty for ordering the feveral treaties and conventions , 
to be laid before this Houfe, and to affure His Majefty that i 
they ftiall fee with fatisfadlion any arrangement calculate4 | 
to prevent jealoufies and difputes between His Majefty's ful>* ' 
je6^s and thofe of the Moft Chriftian King in tl^e Eaft 
indies. 

That His Majefty may depend upon their concurrence iif 
fuch meafures as it may feem expedient to adopt, in con- 
fequence of ihe other engagements entered into by His Ma- 
jefty, as well as fuch as may be neceflary for placing His 
Majefty's diftant poffeflions in an adecjuate pofture 01 de- 
fence. J 

That the flourifliing ftate of the commerce and revenues 
afford them the higheft fatjsfaclion, and cannot fail to fti- 
mulate them to ufe their utmoft endeavours to confirm and 
improve fucli important advantages, as well as to concur 
witli His Majeily's paternal wiihes for the continuation of 
the public trancjuilJity. 

That they lament that hoftilities ftiouldhave broken out 
in any part of Europe ; but that they receive with fatis- 
faclion the information that His Majefty continues to be 
afiuted of the pacific difpofition of all foriegn powers to- 
wards this country. 

That they reflecl with pleafure on the zeal and unanimity 
f|-»ewn by all ranks of His Majefty's fubjeiEls on the late 
occafion, as it muft give more weight to the affurances 
which they now humbly offer to His Majefty, tliat, with 
every \\\{h to cultivate the bleffuigs of peace, they 
fhall be always ready to exert themfehes to the ut? 
moft, when the honour of His Majefty's Crown and the 
intereft of his people may requite it. 



Vifcount 
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Vifcount Bulheley^ feconding the motion^ faid i 

I have been fo little accuftomed to deliver rtiy (entimedts Vifcotint 
public, that I fhould tremble at my own prefumption in ^***^*^y- 
^ring myfelf to your notice, if I was not well aflured of 

ur candour and indulgence. — Though I experience the 

II weight of the tafk which I have impofed on myfelf in 
ipnding the noble Lord in a motion for a dutiful addrefs 
His Majefty, I confefs, my Lords, I feel fome degree 
vanity in claiming your attention at this particular junc- 
r^ which the wifdom and the fpirit of His Majefty, and 
I Minifters, has rendered proud and glorious to all who 
'e their country, and wifli well to its profperity and 
:cefs, — 'It is unneceflary for me, my Lords, (particularly 
er What has been fo well and properly faid by the noble 
rl) to take up a moment of yours Lordfhips* time, in 
ler to induce you to teftify that ref|)e(ft which this Houfe 

I am fure, difpofed to return in anfwer to His Majefty*s 
>ft gracious fpeech from the throne. — The principal points 
ich His Majeftv has dwelt upon, relate to the diftentions 
th^ Republic ot Holland, the rife and progrefs of which 
re been the more obferved and lamented by the people of 
gland, becaufe they involved with them the diflblution 
the old ties and conne£tions between the ^two countries* 
They were broken by the mad infatuation of a party in 

Republic, determined on the deftrudlion of their old 
iftitution, and encouraged by a confidence in the inter- 
mce of the Court of France. — 1 need not tell your Lord- 
is. that their enmity to the Stadtholder, and to the ad- 
Bnt« to the old conftitution, were replete with objecSls 
onately of the moft dangerous confequences to this 
ntry. — His Majefty and his Minifters faw the tendency 
hefe combinations againft the fecurity of his kingdoms, 

the immediate and urgent neceflity of co-operating; 
h the King of Pruffia, to fupport the legal authority of 
Stadtholder and of the old conftitution *of Holland. In 
itioning the King of Pruffia, I cannot refrain from ob- 
ing to your Lordfhips how noble a part he has afted 
i late occafion, and how worthy the fuccefTor of his im- 
rtal uncle; nor can I refrain from joining my tribute of 
liration to that of the noble Earl, of the tranfcendent 
itary )and political talents difplayed.by that illuftrious 
nee fo nearly allied to this country, to whom the King 
Pruffia thought proper to entruft the command of his 
ly in Holland. The declaration of the Moft Chri ft i an King, 
iificd by his Minifter at this Court, left to His Ma* 
y no alternative, confiftent with thofe principles which * 

^OL XXIV. I i KU 
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his regard to the dignity of his Crown, and his affeSion 
to the interefts of his people, fuggefted to him. — You faw, 
my Lords, hovsr all ranks of men preffed forward to fup- 
port the exertions which the King of a free country alone 
can make when he reigns in the hearts and afFedions of 
his Parliament and of his fuhjetSls. — Suhfequent explana- 
tions afterwards took place, and the declaration and counter- 
declaration between the Courts of France and Great Brit;un 
finally fettied the points at iffue. — As thofe papers are to be 
laid before you, I will leave your Lordfhips to comment 
upon them, and to read them with a pride and fatisfadioA 
which they cannot fail to excite in your hearts. — ^Thecon- 
fequences and probable eiFec^s of thefe events will, I truft, 
be the reftoration to this country of her old and natural 
alliances. — The ground of thefe expeftations, as well as other 
details, I leave to be exj)lained to your Lordfliips by His 
Majefty'sMinifters. — All thefe great advantages have been 
obtained to this country under the aufpices of a Miniftcr 
who, befides a hereditary claim to your confidence, has now 
by his foreign negociations, as before by his internal ma- 
nagement of your refources, proved himfelf equal, if not 
fu, erior, at a very early period of his life to any of thofe 
great characSlers who have ever adorned this country. It il 
under his adminift ration that this country is reftored to the 
rank and confequence it formerly held in the political 
fcale of Europe. — I have now, my Lords, moft humbly .to 
thank your Lordfliips for allowing me to intercept your 
attention from others mucli more deferving of it, and toqx- 
prefs my fincere hope, that in teftif'ying every expreffioa 
of loyalty and attachment to the perfon of His Majeftyj 
ond to the fafery of hij;. dominions, joined toan approbation 
of the meafures which haye been adopted, there will not be 
found amongft yoiip [^ordlhips a diffentient voice, 
TheBifliop oi Llamlaffnfmg next, faid : 

Bldiopof When the commercial tre.^.ty with France was agitated in ^ 
Lidnili . Pajji.^roent during the :ail ftflion, I made an obfervation 
which I will, on this occiafjon, take the liberty to recall 
to your LordOiipi)' recolKvflion. In adverting to the 
importance of the trade of Holland to this country, 
I fxprlTed myfelf, as nearly as I can now recolleS, in titt 
following terms: — 1 knew not, 1 faid, by what ill-judged 
policy in one country, or in both, it had happened, that the 
good underflanding which had formerly fubfifted between 
(ireat i'ritain and Holland had of late years been much in- 
terrupted ; fure I was, that it was for the moft effential 
interefts of both countries that it fliould, as foon as pofliWe, 

be 
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bored, for that I had ever confidered Holland as the 
I barrier to this country againil the ambition of 
5'; inafiuucli as if France fliould ever, either by force 
jd, become really or virtually poflefled^f the marine 
land, in addition to, or coniundlion with, her own, 
jvould be an end of our hiftory as a gre t, commer- 
ind free people. And as to that Republic, fhe was 
ated, 1 thought, by her divliions, if ihe did not per- 
that fhe could never be fecured againft the machina- 
3f continental defpotifm but by the fliield of Britain, 
ould be an ahufe of your Lordfhips' patience to fpend 
me in fliewing, how the prcfent circumftances of the 
)untries coincide with, and conform to, the truth of this 
ation in both its parts; there is not a noble Lord in 
3ufe, nor a perfon out of it, who has turned the fub- 
1 his thoughts, but muft clearly perceive, that the 
t view of the Government of Great Britain and of 
id, are in perfedl correfpondence with the ideas here 

I out. 

^as not, however, for the fake of making this remark 
have troubled your Lord /hips with a repetition of 

)fervation ; but from a defire of fhewing the confif- 

of my own conduct, by explaining the ground of the 

n which I mean this day to deliver. 
Lords, it is impoiRble for me, whofe mind is occu- 

y fuch ideas as I have mentioned, not to give a clear 

II approbation of the meafures, which His Majefty's 
:ers have hecn purfuing for the lafl: three months ; 
ave been, I humbly think, founded in great political 
3, qnd executed WMth vigour an4 expedition. Tp 
pened the eyes of the Duch nation to their true in- 
, to havedifengaged them from the net by which French 
had entangled them, and to halye united them with 
rmnefs and policy, in bond^ of amity and intereft to 
>untry, are meafures for whix:h His Majefty's Mi- 
deferve the thanks of their country ; for which at 
lowever defpicable the fupport of ^ poor Bifliop may 
heeftimation of men high in rank, and hjgh in oflSce) 
give them mine with .cordial finc.erity. 

; difficulty, my Lords, has occurred to me in weigh- 
s fubjfi.ca; it is a difficulty of fome importance: I will 
» — On the principles of the law of nature an4 nations, 
ight had Great Britain or Pruffia to interfere by force, 
ling the internal difputes of an independent ^ate ? 
the right w^hich every individual in a ftate of nature, 
1 independent nations are in that ftate) poflefles, of 
g thofe whom he fees oppreffed by unjuft force? No; 
it vf^s that right, is to take the q^ueftiou for g^xawXe^^ 
1 i Z ^vtvcft 
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fmce the opponents of the StadthoWer will not allow that 
he was opprefled by onjuft forcp. Was it the right of 
affifting the majarity of a country, to recover their anticnt 
civil conftitution from the cncro?tchpients and ufurpation of 
a daring and deluded faflion ? I truft, niy Lords, it was 
that right ; I truft that the majority of the Dutch nation 
were defirous rather of leinftating the Stadtholder in his 
authority, than of reftridling it within narrower limits tbin 
he had formerly poffefled ; I truft, I fay, that it was that 
right ; but I do not know that it was ; I am not enough 
acquainted with the wifhes of the majority of the Dutch 
nation on this head. Upon what other ground then, is it, 
that I have proceeded in approving, not merely as ufeful, 
but as juft, the meafures of Adminiftration ? It is on the 
ground of fclf-prefervation ; for if France bad gained Holland^ 
we had been undone^ 

There is a quellion much debated amongft writers on 
jurifprudence, which is very applicable to the cafe in pomt; 
I will mention it nearly in the words of Grotius: contn 
crefcentem potentiam qua wmium auHa nocere pojfet^ licet « 
arma Jumere ? Grotius and PuffendoriF determine this quefc 
tion in the negative. 1 fhould blufli with fhame, in op- 
pofing my opinioh to fuch high authority, if T could not 
give a reafon for it. It is not the mere poffibility ot our 
being injured by the growing power of France, that jufti- 
fies us in taking up arms againft her, hut it is the probabi- 
lity united with the poflibility ; it is the probability that if 
fhe had the power, fhe would not want the will to do it. 
There is not a Cabinet in Europe which is to be trufted 
with the power of enlarging her dominions ; and no one 
believes that France is more, to be trufted than any other. 
When it is faid that Holland and the other ftates of Europe 
are independent ftates, the propofition is true only in a cer- 
tain confideration ; for they all depend one upon the other, 
like the links of the chain; and it is the bufinefs of Great 
Britain to watch France,, of France to watcli Great Britain, 
and of every link of this chain to watch every other, left 
any one of them fliould become fo weighty and powerful, 
as to drag down to perdiiion, to the lofs pf perfonal liberty 
and political importance, every othen This is the prin- 
ciple upon which all the wars undertaken for preferving the 
balance of power in Europe have proceeded, apd on this 
principle our prefent meafures are to'be juftified. 

I dp not mean frequently to take up your Lordfliips' time 
on political fubjefts ; but having, on a late occafion, with , 
great freedom and fincerity, condemned the meafures of Ad- 
jminiftration, becaufe they appeared to me fubverCve of the 
icommercial princ\p\es b^ Y^\vvOa.^^^\tv^\C\^^v^\\.o Co highly 
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profpered, and in other refpedls dangerous to the (late; I 
thought it but common juftice to them and to myfelf, to ex- 
prefs my full and decided approbation of the prefent meafure^, 
which I cannot but condder as highly falutary to the bell inr 
terefts of the commurjity. 

Will the Houfe permit me to indulge my private feelings 
for a fingle moment on a different fubjeft ? It is a fubj^ 
which none of your Lordfhrps will ever hear without regret, 
which I (hall never think of without forrow— Ti^ Jeath of the 
Duke of Rutland. The dead iiften not to the commendations 
<yf the living, or, dearly as I loved him, I would not now have 
praifed him. 

The world, my Lords, was not aware of half his ability, 
was not confcious of half his worth; I had long and juil ex- 
perience of them both. 

In the conduft of public affairs his judgement was equalled, 
I verily believe, by few men of his age ; his probity and dif- 
intereftednefs were, I am confident, exceeded by none. — All 
the letters which I received from him refpefling the public 
ftate of Ireland, and they were not a few, were written with 
flrong good fen fe, and in nervous language. They all breath- 
ed the fame liberal fpirit, had all the fame noble tendency — 
not that of aggrandizing Great Britain by the ruin of Ireland 
— not that of building up Ireland at the expence of Great Bri- 
tain — but that of promoting the united interefts of both coun- 
tries, as effential parts of one common empire. 

In private life, my Lords, I know that he had a ftrong 
fenfe of religion on his mind, and he ihewed it by imitating 
his illuftrious father in the praSice of one of its moft charac- 
teriftic parts — in being alive to every impulfeof compaffion. 
His family, his friends, his dependents, all his connedlions, 
can witnefs for me the warmth and the Cncerity of his perfo- 
nal attachments. 

From the time this young nobleman was admitted a pupil 
under me at Cambridge, I have loved him, my Lords, with 
the afl^ion of a brother ; and I have, through life, on every 
pccaiion of diflBculty fpoken to him, and I thank God that 
I have done fo, with the firmnefs and fincerity of a father. 
Your Lordfliipr will judge, then, all private intereft totally 
out of the queftion, how inexpreffibly I have been, and am, af« 
gifted by his death. 

His memory, I truft, will be long, long revered by tha 
people of this country, long held dear by the people of Ire- 
land— -and by myfelf I feel' it will continue to be held moft 
4ear as long as I live. .^ 

' ^ Vifcount Stormont protefted tit it was always his incli- VifcoBi 
nation to agree in the addrefs to the Throne; nor did he ever Stprmoi 
,4iflent frpm it, except on thofe occaHoivs \^\xtu;xfeTvfcol\v\^ 
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duty as a Member of that Houfe fuperfeded all compliment. 
In the prefent inftance he had no objeftion to concur with 
the addrefs which had been moved, and feconded by the two 
noble Lords oppofite to him with fuch uncommon ability. 
This declaration would not, however, he trufted, be con- 
fide red as binding him to a general approbation of all -the 
points which were included in His Majefty's fpeech, and 
which, as ufual, were re-echoed in the addrefs. Many of 
thofe he had not yet an opportunity of examining, fo as to 
afcertain whether they deferved his cenfure or applaufe^and 
there were fome topics involved in fuch obfcurity, as torenT 
der it impoffible for him to give any opinion concerning 
them in that early period of the feflion. With this modifi- 
cation, he had no difficulty in his mind to fay, that the ad- 
drefs met with his approbation. He would go farther, ^d 
give Minifters the fan<Sion of his voice for the meafuresthey 
had lately adopted. He thought the armaments which had 
been made neceffary, in the critical junfture of public af- 
faifs, the prefervation of the Stadtholder's rights, (forfohe 
confidered them) the reftoration of the ancient conftitution 
of Holland, and the deareft jntereftof this country, required 
vigorous exertions oh the part of Government ; but while he 
was ready to exprefs his coincidence with thofe proceedings, 
he could not but recur to the ftrange and inconfiftent lan- 
guage and condufl of his Majefty's Minifters, dating from a 
period not very remote. 

On this occafion their Lordfhips might naturally fuppofe 
that he alluded to to the debates on the commercial treaty, 
when that Houfe was fo much entertained with theaflurances 
of the amicable and peac-eahle intentions of the court of 
France. — When the higheft ftrains of poetical imagination 
were employed to depicl the ferene, unclouded atmofphere 
which we were in future to enjoy — A ftate of blifsful indul- 
gence, wliich nothing could caft a fliade on but the unfound- 
ed jealoufies and vifionary fufpicions of thofe who, like him- 
felf, were diftruAful of Gallic friendfliip and Gallic faith.— 
Yet, beautiful as wire fuch defcriptions, it could no longer be 
denied, that at the very moment when Minifters were with 
a childifh credulity, fwallowi ng thofe profi^Sous, and craffl- 
mhig them down the throats of that Houfe, ftorm was 
a^liiallv gathering which threatened the annihilation of the 
political importance and fplendour of this country. 

No longer diJ it remain a fecret ^hat the cabinet o f Ver- 
failles was at that very period exerting every engine of in- 
trigue topoffefs itfelf of ai^abfolute control over the United 
Provinces, That they had failed of their objeft, he txttri- 
buted folely to the interpofition of Providence; for, had not 
the Frtnch party, or thoi'e nnKq c^xlkA ttvemlelves .patriots, /a 
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Holland, and whom Minifters, not veiy refpedfully towards 
their good friends, had ftigmatized as ufurpers, been fo infa- 
tuated as to refufe the redrefs demanded by the King of Pruf- 
fia for the indignity offered to his fifter, what circumftance 
could have prevented the French frorh continuing their ma- 
chinations in that country } Had that deluded fadlion come 
forward, and profeffed their readinefs to make every repara- 
tion in their power for the infult which the Princefs of 
Orange had met with, furely the King of Pruffia could not 
have found even the flighteft pretext, confiftently with his 
own public declarations, for interfering forcibly in the af- 
fairs of the republic. This being the cafe, what merit could 
Adminiftration arrogate to ihemfelves for the happy turn 
which things had taken ? To judge from the language of the 
King's fpeech, one would be led to fuppofe that the diftur'- 
bances in Holland had originated within a very fhort time 
preceding the late revolution. Was the faft fo ? or rather he 
ihould afk, had not Adminiflration, with an unpardonable 
fupinenefs and indifference, fuffered t'.e Stadtholder to be 
driven from the Hague, to be divefted of his moft facred and 
valuable rights, and to be nearly expatriated before they took 
any fteps to relieve him? Lulled to reft by thefe fedacing, 
but delufive, profeflions of their novel friends, they permitted 
them to'purfue their policy in Holland, witliout taking one 
effedlual ftep, with which, at leaft, the work! was acquaint* 
ed, to counteracSb them ; and if this country had now reco* 
vered her ancient alliance with the United States, and re- 
gained her afcendance in the political fcale of Europe, it was 
perfeflly fair for him to afcribe that glorious event to th^ 
lingular and unforefeen occurrences which had happened, ra- 
ther than to the wiidom and forefightof Minifters. 

Lord Stormont next taking a view of the adlual fituation of 
France, fuggefted a defence for the conduct of the I'^rench 
Minifter, from the words of Dido to -ffineas, res dara^ ^ 
regni novitas, &c. He dwelt on the diftradted lituation of 
that country, and expreflt)d his hope that ihe fpirit of liberty 
which had lately appeared there might become general. To 
that deranged ftate, more than to their alFedtion and com* 
plaifance for Minifters, he attributed their readinefs to dif- 
arm. Not having feen the oHicial authentic declaration 
which produced that^ he muft referve his opinion toibme fu- 
ture day. He could not, however, avoid remarking, that 
Spain appeared to be totally unnoticed in it, althougli it was 
perfedtly well underftood that this power, whofe true intereft 
ihould lead her to an alliance with England, had declared her 
approbation of the fteps taken by Fr^mce with regard to Hol- 
land, and hi^d adluallymade confiderable naval and military 
preparations, in order to fecond her ally. This circumftance. 
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confidering h6w much Spain was influenced by French poli- 
tics, was too ferious to be pafled over without inveftigation. 
He would, however, refrain from urging any thing farther 
on the fuhjedl, fatisfied that as a profpetft of much informa- 
tion from his Majefty's Minifters was prefented, they would 
fatisfy the Houfe upon that, as well as many other parts of 
the fpeech, which required elucidation. 

In conclufion Lord Stormont obferved that Minifters were 
highly reprehenfible for their negleft of our Eaft-India terri- 
tories. He admitted that the French naval force in that 
quarter of the globe was not, ab ft rafted ly taken, very great, 
but compared to ours, it was all-powerful ; and had France 
continued her hoftile preparations, there was no doubt but 
that they might have feized upon all our commerce in that 
country before any reinforcement could be fent out for its 
proteftion. This charge he would not urge in the abfenceof 
the noble Lord at the head of the Admiralty, were the n^- 
le£t imputable to him ; but as it lay folely with the confi- ' 
dential fervants of the crown, againft whom he urged it as a l 
matter of ferious crimination, he was reftrained by no delicacy ] 
from ftating it. He did not, however, mean to go farther ■ 
than by placing before their eyes the dangers which they had 1 
efcaped, to draw their attention more immediately to thofc ] 
important objedls which involved the moft effential "intercfts J 
of this country, and an inattention to which might, at a fu- 
ture period? prove fatal to us as a great, commercial, poli- 
tical, (and what was above all) a free people. 
Marquis of The Marquis of Carmarthen ex preSed his fatisfafllon in the 
Carmarthen noble Vifcount's concurrence to the motion. He was un- 
doubtedly entitled to reftrve his objeftions to any part of it 
which he might tliink demanded farther difcuffion. The cO' 
pies of the treaties would be laid before the Houfe in a few 
days, when the noble Vifcount would have an opportunity 
of examin-ng them with his ufual accuracy. With refpeft 
to what had fallen from the noble Vifcount, relatively to 
what he had faid when the bufinefs of the Commercial 
Treaty was debated, he had not been fo correfl. Neither l 
he, nor any of his Majefty's Minifters, had ever faid, that 
any imj)ortant political advantage which this county enjoyed 
ought to be given up for the purpofe of accomplifhing a 
Treaty of commerce with France — On the contrary, he had 
invariably aflerted, that, though it was a defirable oh]cGt for 
us to live upon good terms with France as long as flie would 
fuff*er us, yet ftill we ought to watch all her motions with a 
jealous eye. Our late fuccefs, fo far from lulling us into 
fecurity, would only tend to increafe our vigilance, fo that 
no danger was to be apprehended from the fupinenefs or in- 
adivity of Minifters, as long as they enjoyed the confidence 

of 
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>f the people, which was fo confpicuoufly manifefted on the 
late occafion. 

Lord A7w^ approving of the Addrefs and meafiir sof Go- Lord King* 
rernment, affirmed that the ohfervaiions of the noble Lord 
ifi the gieen ribhon were, fo far as refpefttd our conti- 
leiital influence, highly improper. He wifhed him to re- 
:ol]ed, that he forn^erly belori ;;ed to that deteilable Admi- 
liftration which had ahnoft deftroyed our continental influ- 
ence, and broughf out political importance in Europe to the 
rery verge of ruin. 

*l'he Duke of Norfolk cxpn Red his general approbation of "»uke of 
:he meafures which had been carried in.o execution, and of ^"i^olk. 
:he good confequences which had relulred from them. He 
ip proved alfo of that part of His Majefty's fpeech which re- 
rommended the patting our diftant pofleilions into a proper 
late of defence, but referved any obfervations he might 
"nake on rhat fubjecSl till a future day. 

^e Lord Chancellor then put the c|ueftIoii, and the motions The LorJ 
For an addrefs was carried nemine djfaitiente. Chanccllon 

The Houfe then went into a Committee to prepare th« 
Addrefs, which was reported and agreed to* , 

The Houfe adjourned. 

TVednefday the i%th of November. 

The Houfe went in proceffion to St. James's with the 
following Addrefs : 

TCbe humble /ddrefs of the R'lg^t Honourable the Lords Spiritual 
and Temporal^ in Purliamcnt ajfemhled. 

DleMartlsy 27^ Novemhrls^ ^l^l* 

"' Moft Gracious Sovereign, 
** WE, your Majefty's moll dutiful and loyal fubje(5t5?, 
** ^he Lords Spiritual and Temporal, in Parliament aiiem- 
** bled, beg leave to return your Majefly dur humble thanks 
** for.your moft gracious fpeech from the throne. 

" We acknowledge with heartfelt gratitude your Ma- 
*• jefty*s conftant regard to the interefts of your people, 
" which could not be more fully manifefted than by your 
"attention to the difputes lately fubfifting in the republic 
" of the United Provinces, 

" The danger with which their conftitution and indepen- 
f* dence were threatened, could not but affed, in its probable 
" confequences, the fecurity and interefts 6f your Majefty's 
^* kingdoms. 

" We beg leave therefore humbly to exprefs ourhigtieft 
** approbation of your Majefty's juft and wife deleimina- 
** tion to couriteradl all forcible interference on the part of 
Vol. XXIV. Kk ^^ ^tmt^^ 
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" France, in the internal affairs of the Republic ; and we 
*' acknowledge in the fulleft manner the propriety and nc^ 
** ceffity of the Declaration made by your Majefty in con- 
** formity to thefe principles, when the intenti9n of the 
** Moft Chrillian King to affift the party which had ufurped ' 
<* the government of Holland was notified to your Majeftji \ 
<^ for the augmentation of your forces by fea and land; \ 
<^ meafures which, while they prepared the country for any 
** emergency which might arife, were the moft likely to 
^' prolong the bleffings of peace, 

*' Wc learn, with particular fatisfa(^ion, the rapid fuccefs 
** of the Pruffian troops under the aufpicious condudt of his 
" Serene Highnels the Duke of Brunfvvick, which has ob- 
*' tained for his Pruffian Majefty the juft reparation which 
*^ he demanded, and enabled the provinces to deliver them- 
" (gIwqs from the oppreffion under which they laboured, as 
" well as to eftablifh their ancient and lawful govem- 
<' ment. i 

" The important events which have taken place, without 
" difturbing your Majefty's fubjefts in the enjoyment of the 
*' bleffings of peace, afford matter of cordial congratulation 
" to your Majefty ; and we are happy to fee your Majefty 
<< enablexlto enter into an agreement with the moA Chrillian 
" King for dilarming, and placing the naval eftabli(hraents 
** of the two countries upon the fame footing as in the bc- 
*^ ginning of the prefent year. 

" We beg leave to return our humble thanks to yt)ur Ma- 
^' jefty for ordering theibveral treaties and conventions to be 
••' jaid before this Koufe, and to affure your Majefty that 
'^ we ftiall fee with fatisfatSlion any arrangement calculated 
" to prevent jealouiies and difputes between your Majelty^s 
<• fubjects and thofe of the Moft Chriftian King in tlie haft 
<^ Indies, 

" Your Majefty may depend upon our concurrence in fuch 
*^ meafures as it may feem expedient to adopt, in confequencc 
** of the other engagements entered into by your Majefty, 
*' as well as fuch as may be neceilary for placing your 
"' jVlajefty's diitant pofleifions in an adequate polture of 
*' defence. 

*' Tlie flouriftiing ftate of the commerce and revenues af- 
*^ ford us tlif highelt fatisfac^ion, and cannot fail to 'timu- 
^* late us to ufe our utmoft endeavours ro confirm and improve 
" fuch im;^orranr advantages, as well as to concur with your 
*' Majtfty's paternal wiflHiS {\)V the continuation of the pub- 
*^ lie fanquilliry. We lamenr, liut hoftilities fhould have 
*^ broken out in any part of Europe; but we receive with 
^' lutisLcSlion the information that your Majefty continues 
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*f to be affured of the pacific difpofition of all foreign powers 
** towards this country. 

« We refleft with pleafure on the zeal and unanimity 
•' fhewn by all ranks of your MajeAy's fubjedls on the late 
•* occafion, as it muft give more weight to the aflurances we 
*• now liumhly offer to your Majefty, that, with every wifh 
** to cultivate the bleffings of peace, we fliaH be always ready 
^ to exert ourfelves to the utmoft, when the honour of your 
•• Majefty's Crown and the interells of your People may re* 
«« quire it." 

To which His Majefly returned the following anfwer ; 

** My L9rds\ 

" I thank you tor this affeflionate and loyal addrefs. The 
** fatisfadlion which you have unanimoufly cxprefled in the 
^* meafures I have taken is particularly agreeable to me. You 
** may depend, that both in war and in peace i;ny conftant 
<* objeiSs fhall be the honour of my Crown, and the advance" 
** ment^of theintereftsof my People," 

Thurfdayy 2()ib Novfmhcr. 

"No material bufinefs (that relating to Mr. Haftings ex* 
cepted, which, for obvious reafons, will fcarcely enter int« 
a part of this work) occurred. 

The Houfe adjourned until 

ff^^d/icfdayj ^th lyec ember.. 

Between which period and Monday the 17th, no debate 
of particular importance took place; but, upon the laft-men* 
tioned day, the King c?me to the Houfe, pafled the malt, 
the land tax, and the marine mutiny bills; foon after which, 
the Lords adjourned until 

iVedneJdayy opth January^ 1788. 

When the Clerk of the Crown delivered in at the tahlf» a 
certificate of Lord Cathcart being returned as one of the fix- 
teen Peers of Scotland, in the room of the late Earl of Dal- 
Roufie. It was read by the clerk; after which 

The Earl of Selkirk rofe, and obje(5\ing againft its recep- The Karl ai 
tion, declared, that he thought it his duty, as a Peer of that Selkirk. 
Houfe, to purfue this meafure. 

The Lord Chancellor anfvvered, that there was no prece- The Lord 
dent of fuch a meafure. The certificate was on their ^^'''^"^*®^' 
Lordfhips' table, and there it mull lie. It was a docu- 
mcait regularly brouglft before their Lordfhips, and to which 
the whole Houfe, weie they fo difpolkl, had not power to 
refufe admifllon. He hoped he had now the honour of be- 
K k ji \v\^ 
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ing fuflScientlv intelligent to convince his Lordlhip of the 
ini, ropriety of hisohjet^^i 1; a compliance with which was 
utterly impc^flible. If there were any cbje61ions refpeding 
the nr rirs of the elecHion, a motioii ought tb be made for the 
Houfe to go \]\U) a Committee vf Inquiry, &c. and then 
they woulti be competent to judge of all matters and things 
wh;ch coniti'ureti t e ohjeftions, nnd might decide upon in- 
quiries to elil'dtuaie the purpofe of the merits of the elec- 
tion 
Lord Lrrd Selkirk replied, that he had not yet the honour of 

ScUirk. l^feing cor.viiiced by rhe noble and learned Lord. He fliould, 
on a tuiiiie occafio:!, take the ienfe of the Houfe, and alfo 
hegloave to enter his protefl againft the meafure of receiving 
the pi!)er in qneftion. 
The Lord I'lie Lor ■ Chancellor obferved that, for his own part, he 
Chahcc-lor. ^^,.jg unfo! lunate if he had not been fulTciently explicit; it 
appeared to him impoiTiMe to fay any thing upon the fubjeft 
wlr.ch c^'iild lend to it^ elucidation, more than lie had already 
had tile h'MiOur of lubmitting to their Lordlhips, To d^ 
clnre th:it they Imd no power to refufe reception to the certi- 
ficate in difpute, appealed to him a fufficient reafon for re- 
ceiving it, 1 he Houfe adjourned to 

Friday^ \Ji February* 

When no debate occurred, eifher then, ©r until 

7'ujday^ t^th February* 

j^ord Lord Rciwdon rofe, and intreaed the permifiion of the 

Rawdon. Houfe to iiu rr)iincc*, in confequence of their orders, a hill for 
the relief of iM'oivenr dthrors. He ohferved that, in coire£l- 
inp and revi'ing ilie ;)i lent bill, he had been favoured with 
the a^illar.ce < f ll me j^cnilenien of the Ir^arned profeffion, 
ajul that it h.ui ht»en h-s aim, as much as poffible, to cure 
and nnroje the biil of evrry ground of obj'e<fl"ion. He had 
iRMid it .aiil, when tlie lub'eft was lafl in difcuflion, that a 
line oijfTht to be drawn to diftineuifli the honeft from the 
fraialiilent debtor, 'f'o that advice he had ferioufly attended, 
and as he had i^ever heard any <>l>,e6ilon urged againft the 
fa"r principle of ari inlldvent bill, which went to the relief 
of hofu^fl infolvents, lie truded ^-'..at a bill built upon that 
principle, would not call f'^rfli any confideralile degree of op- 
pofition. i\t the fatue time, he was free to confe's, that the 
bill was not quite fo ccmp'ete as he could have wilhed, hut 
he had added two claufes more than wee contai"pd in the 
hill dircuiitd laft ft^irion ; an : he had made a hnall a':eraiion 
in the acfl commonly calL<l the I^ord^' adl. He explained 
\.\y.^ pnture of the iiew claufes ; both of v. l^ich it had been his 
intention, and lliat of a noble Duke, to have moved to add to 

the 
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the bill in agitation laft feiTion, had that bill arrived at the 
proper ftagefor moving additional claufes. One of the two 
was calculated to exclude the traducer of private charafcer, 
(who might remain in prifon, to avoid the payment of a fine, 
orof damage adjudged him to pay by a court of law, upon 
conviction of a libel) from deriving any benefit from the 
bill; and the other claufe was defigned to exclude any debtor 
who could be proved to have fquandered away his eftate by 
gambling, or by any improper means, from the fame advan- 
tage. Lord Rawdon farther explained the new modifications 
of the bill, and at length moved, " That it be re«<i a firft 
« time.'* 

It was read a firft time, and, on motion, ordered to be 
printed. 

'The order of the day for their Lordfliips to be fammoned, 
having been moved and read, 

The Earl of Selkhk rofe, and moved; " Tliat an entry in TlcFarlof 
<* their Lordfliips' Journals of the 14th of March, 1761, re- Selkirk. 
•^ fpefting the rt-port fiom the Committee of Privileges 
«* thereon, of the 15th of March, 1762, might be read." 
• [The purport of thefe entries was a ftatement, that by a 
petition to the Crown, referred to the Houfe, Alexander Ru- 
therford claimed, in 1761, the title and honours of Lord 
Rutherford, and that David J)rury did the fame; but, upon 
Alexander Rutherford's agent apj^nring before the Commit- 
tee of Privileges, he defired a longer time to prepare the evi- 
dence in fupport of his claim ; but David Drury did not ap-- 
pear by his agent. The Houfe, upon the report of the Com- 
mittee, granted Alexander Rutherford a yearns adjournment 
of his claim ; and on his not being able to make it good next 
year, on the 15th of March, 1762, the Houfe refoived, that 
Alexander Rutherford and David Drury be foi bidden to af-* 
fume the title and honours of Lord Kutherford, and that 
they be not allowed to vote at any election of a Peer to re- 
prefent the Peerage of Scotland, nor any perfon claiming 
tinder their lines.] 

The Earl of Selkirk, upon this occafion. contended that it 
was extremely neceflary for their Lordfliips to fupport their 
own refolutions, the violation of which was a manifeft breach 
of privilege He traced the manner of elefling fixteen Peers 
as repreii^ntativesof the Peerage of Scotland, from the pafling 
the 2iCt of Union to the preft^nt times, affirming, that the 
refolutions of that Houfe had uniformly been confulered as 
binding upon tlie Lord Regifter and his deputies and clerks, 
and that the refolunons formed t'le only laws of ele£lionof 
the Sixteen Peers of Scotland exiiling. He then appealed to 
their Lordfliips' underftanding, v\hether any refolution coultj 
be more pointed or more precife than lliat ot 1 762, which had 
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juft been read, and informed the Houfe, that in the face of 
that refolution, and in direft defiance of their Loridfhips' au- 
thority, at tlie late eledtion of a Sixteenth Peer to rcprefent 
the Peerage of Scotland in that Houfe, lifts figned by a per- 
fon afluming the title of Lord Rutherford, had been fentin 
ard taken as votes by the Lord Regificr's deputies. The Earl 
of Selkirk added, that, feeling as a Peer of Parliament, for 
the honour and dignity of that Houfe, he had remonftrated 
at the time of the eleftion, and had declared that he would 
complain to their Lordfhips of the breach of privilege; ia 
confequ'ence of which he had then given them the trouble of 
attending ; but, he begged to have it clearly underftood, that 
he made the complaint, without any regard to the mentor 
event of the late eledlion, or with any view to prejudice the 
noble Lord who had obtained the feat. Had the election been 
unanimous, and there had been no conteft, he fhould havo 
deemed the taking of lifts, figned by a perfon affbming tho 
name and title of Lord Rutherford, equally a violation of the 
refolutions of the Houfe, and a breach of privilege. He 
concluded with moving, " That a complaint having been 
** made, that at the late eleftion of a Peer of Scotland, in 
" the room of the late Earl of Dalhoufie, a perfon afluming 
** the name and title of Lord Rutherford, had been allowed 
♦* to vote, in defiance of the refolutions of that Houfe^ the 
" faid complaint be referred to a Committee of Privileges.** 
The Lord The Lord Chancellor oblerved, that he fliould have felr 
bancc '^^- g^^j^^ {^^flsfa^5^iop^ if fome Hoble Lord, more converfant with 
the rules of conda£ling eleilions of Scotch Peers to ferve jn' 
that Houfe than he could pretend to be, would have>M- 
voured the Houfe with information upon the fubjecr, beyond 
that which the noble Earl had communicated, before he had 
been obliged to come forward. As the motion ftoodunex- 
plained, and brought upon the Houfe by furpiife, he could 
fcarceiy colledl: fuch thoughts as were fit for him to ftate to 
their Lonifhips, and muft be under the neceflity of fpccu- 
lating upon the fubjedk, and even hazarding himfelf to fpe- . 
culate more in danger of error than he otherwife fhould have 
been obliged to do After this exordium, the Chancellor 
proceeded to point out the fort of fad^s which, in his opi- 
nion, oiig]it: to have been afcertained, preparatory to any 
fuch motion having been made. The eiFedl, and probably 
the intended confecjuence of the prefent motion, w^ould, he 
faid, be a cenfure of the Lord Regifter's deputies, who took 
the votes nt the late ele6tion. Before he could bring his 
mind to adopt a proceeding of tliat tendency, it was necenary 
for liim to he inforinr-d what the nature of the office of the 
Lord Regirtei''s cltnks were, refpefting the election of a 
Scotch Peer. Was It a judicl il or merely a minifterial of- 
fice! 
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fice? Much depended upon that being afcertained. With 
regard to the reiolutions alfo that had been read, he did not 
clearly comprehend their meaning. He took them to mean, 
that neither Alexander Rutherford, nor David Drury, nor 
any claiming the title of Lord Rutherford under their lineage, 
were to be allowed to vote till they had made good their 
claims to their Peerage, But did that extend to all that 
might fpringfrom another lineage, and be juftly entitled to 
the Peerage ? Rutherford he conceived to be a name that 
might trace a lineage up to antiquity, and there might be a 
variety of branches. Till the lineages, therefore, were 
clearly traced and defined, it was impoflible for him to know 
whether the Lord Regifter's clerks were to blame or not. 
The Peerage of Scotland was extremely ancient, and there- 
fore it was diflScult to fay who was or who was not entitled 
to claim family honours. The Chancellor fpoke of the re- 
folution of 1762 as a very ftrong meafure, and obferved, that 
if he had enjoyed the honour of being a Member of that 
Hpufe at the time, nothing fhould have induced him to hav^ 
. gone that length. He mentioned the cafe of Lord Borth- 
wick, whofe claim to the Peerage their Lordfhips had at firft 
rejefled, as not fufEciently made out, in like manner as they 
had rejefted the claim of Lord Rutherford ; and yet, upon a 
fubfequent application, they found that the claimant's title 
to the hcnyiour was aftually valid. Did their Lordfliips, in 
that cafe, fend word to the Lord Regifter, or his clerks, that 
Lord Borthwick had a right to vote r Moft certainly they 
did not : and yet, was there a noble Lord who heard him, 
that would ftand up, and fay, the Houfe would not have 
confidered the Lord Regifter's clerk's refufal to admit the vote 
of Lord Borthwick at an election of one of the fixteen Peers, 
who are chofen as reprefentatives of the Peerage of Scotland, 
fubfequent to his cBim to his title having been admitted by 
their Lordfhips, as a flagrant breach of privilege ? The Loid 
Chancellor contended, that the Lord Regifter's clerks were 
not bound for ever by the refolution of the 15th of March, 
1762, any more than they were by that in the cafe of Lord 
Borthwick. He next came to another view of the queftion, 
which, he faid, moved him more than any other. The nobJc 
Earl who had made the motion, he well knew to be a man of 
too pure a mind, and too much honour, to cover a finifter 
purpofe, under a difavowal of his intention to afFefl: the me- 
ritsof the late ckdl ion by his prefent motion, or to fliake the 
right of either candidate; but it behoved their Lordfliips iii 
general to conl:der that the feat of tlie noble Lord lately re- 
turned might be aiT-6led, and that materially, by the event 
of the meafure which the Houfe was then called upon to 
adopt. He lamented exceedingly, that a limited time for 
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the decifion of any queftion upon that fuhjefl was not fixed, 
as was the cafe when undue cleCiions were complained of ia 
anotier place. Were the merits of the eledlion decided, or 
had the flection ' een unanimous, he ihonld not then fee the 
objcdlions to the prefent motion fo forcibly; but before the 
merits of the late eledlion were decided, he muft conjure 
their Lordihip not to accede to a motion which m'ght lead 
to the fubverilon of juftice. He was aware of the ci uelcon- 
'dition of the Peerage of Scotland, from the h^ofe manner ia 
which it had long been futFrrt-d to remain, and was ready, 
moft heartily, to join with the noble Earl near him, and ibe 
other noble Lor(is, reprefentatives of the Peeeage of Scotlr.nd, 
in preparing an a' to refcue the Scotch Peerage from its pre- 
fent itate, and either by veiling certain powers in the Court 
of Seffion, or elfewhere, to put it upon »^hat rpfpe<ftable foot- 
ing upon which fo valuable an ornament of the country 
ought to ftand, whereby nobility of the moft ancient and 
honourable defcent might be fecured frcm the danger of being 
mixed with perfons highly unfit to be placed in the fame 
rank. Having preffed this point upon the Earl of Selkirk, 
whofe 7eal in the caufe, the Lord Chancellor remarked that 
he w^ell knew, from the frequent converfations with which 
the noble Earl had honoured him, and which he confidered 
as a very flattering mark of his confidence; he adverted to 
what he deemed the impropriety of acceding to the prefent 
propoficion antecedent to a dcciiion of the doubt, whether the 
return might or might not be queftioned ; and he referred to 
the pradlice of the Court of King's Bench and the other lavir 
courts. Li thofe courts, where there was a queftion of 
right to try, as well as a criminal charge, it was the gene- 
ral pradlice to fufpend the latter till the former was deter- 
mined. Thus, when a man was to be iiulifl:ed for a riot, 
and that man laid claim to a common, the Court of King's 
Bench would fufpend the trial of the indictment, till after 
the queflion of right to the common was decided. At the 
Old l^ailey, alfo, on a variety of occafions, the fame haJ 
been done. He mentioned the famous cafe of Spurry. who 
was hanged through his own confidence, in proceeding afier 
the Court had told him his trial might be put ofi^, till the 
quell ion of right had been decided. At that very time there 
was atrial hung up, while the quefiion of right refpeflinga 
will in the Commons remained undecided. [We prei'ume 
his I.ordftiip meant the cafe of the Cioodridges, refpefting 
the; alledged forgiTy of the will of the late Mr, SalthillJ 
Having urged this point, he afTurcd the lloufe, that no one 
noble Lorl could be more anxious f)r the preiervation of 
their privileges than he was; it was his peculiar duty to watch 
©v^ the dignity and honour of that licufe; but if any no- 
ble 
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ble Lord could fo pervei-fely mifconftrue the means of pre- 
ferving and carrying high the dignity of the Hoult*, as to 
imagine the fending, at that feafon of the year, for men in 
offices of truft and duty, at four hundied miles diitance, to 
come hither, was the proper way to maintain ihuir dignity, 
that noble Lord was miltaken. 'J'hc taking fuch a itej) would 
(hew the power of their Lordftiip?; but jiower wjs not al- 
ways dignity. On that con fidt ration, theiefore, as well as 
on the various other grounds which he hud fiated, he'con- 
jured their Lordlliips to poftpone taking any meaUirc of the 
nature propofed for the prefent, it being impoiTible for him 
to agree to the motion. 

Vifcount Stormont obferved that he had not conceived the Vifcoiint 
leaft defign of troubling the Houfe upon the prcfent occafion, Stormoriti 
but there were fome things fo very pxtraordinary in what 
had fallen from the. noble and learned l^ord, that his feelings 
would not fuffer him to fit filent. The noble and learned 
Lord, it was evident, had not paid that attention to the mo- 
tion that it delerved, Wwcz the chief part of his argument 
went far beyond it. Th*; prefent motion was not a motion 
of cenfure upon the Lord Rcgiftrr's clerks, b..t a motion that 
a complaint, made by a noble Lord in his |)lace, of a grofs vio- 
lation of the refolutions of that Houfe, miglit l>e rcfcirtd to 
a Committee of Privileges. The noble and learned Lord had 
treatecl thofe refolutions in a ftyle peculiarly new and un- 
common. Perhaps the wifdom of the prefent times greatly 
exceeded all the wifdom of preceding periods; hut till that 
day, he had never heard the refolution of 1^62 fpoken ofbiit 
with reverence andgratirude, ■ Was i: rocolle(5\ed who thofc 
perfons were that took the lead in that Houle, wlien liie re- 
folutions in queftion were move<l and vot.-d ? The late Larl cf 
Hardwicke, and another noble and learncJ f arl, (Mar.sti h!) 
trhofecharafter and abilities, his near coni^ctfMnn with him 
forbid him to mention, and other men, c^-i tainiy not alt;;- 
get her ft rangers to the principles of juftice, nor unir.iiKlful 
of the honour an<l dignity of the Koufe. Viscount Stor- 
mont now entered into a fliort hiftorical d-.tall of the circum- 
ftances which, from the union, had led to tho refolution of 
1762, andfaid, that when the two refolutions paffed, ?. num- 
ber of perfons affumed the title and privilege's of l^ecrs, with- 
out having previoully eflahliflied tlu-ir ciaiois to the honour. 
In order to put a ftop to a praflice lo indecent and difgrace- 
ful to the peerage of Scotland, the noble char:ic'ers to v.hcmi 
he had alluded moved the refolutions in cj'ieftion, to tKe infinite 
Iktisfadlion of all the nobility of Scotland, The noble and 
learned Lord had ftated that he thought the title of Lo?d Ru- 
therford might be traced up to an.ticjuity. If the noble a:xi 
learned Lord had given himfelf the trouble of lockir.g to thaf 
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journals but a very few pages before the entry of the refolu- 
tion of 1 7629 he would have feen by the petition of the clalm« 
anty that he hlmfelf ftated the creation of the Rutherford 
peerage to have taken place in 1660 only. The noble anil 
learned Lord had afked, was the office of Lord Regifter a ju- 
dicial or minifterial office } There were precedents, ef which 
a noble Earl in his eye (Earl Moreton) might probably havtt 
fome traditional knowledge, of a Lord Regifter having taken 
upon him to reje£t votes. The Lord Regifter to whom he 
alluded, was the former Earl of Moreton, who was a nun of 
undoubted knowledge, ability and judgement, and who in the 
year 17349 did take upon him to reject feveral lifts. Vif- 
count Stormont contended, that at the late eledion thelifit 
of the perfon afTuroing the title of Lord Rutherford ought ia 
like manner to have been rejedled* The noble and learned 
Lord had made an offer of his fervices to the Scotch peeragei 
and had fuggefted ideas and projects of reform. He ho^ 
that the noble and learned Lord would fpare them the in- 
tended favour, and not vifit them with his ^0 ffTmrantis of 
inquiry into their titles. There had been inftances, as in 
the cafe of Alexander Rutherferd and David Drury, of per- 
fons claiming at once the fame peerage, and afluming the ti- 
tle. In England no man could become a Lord merely from 
afTumingthe title. Vifcount Stotmont maintained tluit the 
conduA of the Lord Regifter's deputies in admitting the lifts 
£gned Lord Rutherford, had rendered them guilty of a breadi 
ofprivilege in defiance of the refolutions of that HQufe. He 
declared that nothing but convidlion could induce him to ar« 
gue in this manner ; fmce he had laft year fufficiently proved 
that his mind was not to be warped by his having argued 
upon a queftion, then agitated, concerning the rights of 
peers of Scotland, diredlly againft the future interefts of his 
own fon ; and on this occafion, if he were to follow his wifhes, 
and not his confcientious opinion, every noble Lord might 
know to whicli fide he fhould incline. 
Lord^ Lord Catbcart apologized for rifing to addrefs* the Honfe 
*' '"* almofl: as foon as he had enjoyed the honour of forming a 
part of their Aflembly, but being fo nearly concerned in the 
quflion before them, he conceived it would be expefled that 
he fhould fay fomething upon the fubjeft. His Lordfhip 
then entered into a circumftantial detail of the origin, nature 
and progrefs of the rules of proceeding which govern the 
eleflion of a Peer of Scotland to fit in Parliament; referring 
to the ftatute of Queen Anne, which firft enafted the regu- 
lations, and tracing the various authorities which had been 
fmce eftabliflied; from all which he inferred, that the office 
of Lord Regifter was a minifterial, and not a judicial office, 
as far as relpedled the c!e£Hon of Scotch Peers*. He fpoke 

highly 
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liighly of the gentlemen, who a£l at prefent as deputies of the 
Lord Regifter, and faid, he owed them that juftice. With 
regard to Lord Rutherford, who had done hira the honour to 
fend him his lifts, he would inform the Houfe what he knew 
of his family, and the ground of his claim to the peerage. 
The firft Lord Rutherford was a cadet in the army, and was 
ereated a Peer by Charles the fecond, as a reward for a dif- 
tinguilhed fervice. As he was meant to be highly favoured^ 
his patent of peerage gave him the very lingular right of dif- 
pofing of his peerage by wilL He made his w'ill accordingly 
at Portfmoath, previous to his failing on an expedition 

gpunft Tangiers, where he and his \»hole party were cut off*, 
e was fuccceded in title by Sir Thomas Rutherford, his 
rolation, who was fucceeded, at his death, by his next 
brother^ and that brother, by a third. The title has long 
lain dormant; but as the will of the firft Lord Rutherford con- 
tained a condition, that if the eftatefhould be all fpent, when 
any one of the male line died, the title fliould, in that cafe, 
go to the defendants of the female line ; and the prefent 
claimant, he underftood, was a defcendant from the line of 
the fifter of the £rft Lord Rutherford. 

The Marquis of 5/«^ri/ fupported that part of the Lord Marquit 
Chancellor's argument in which the latter had ftated, that it®^ Siaffori, 
was not the proper time to agitate the fubjedt. He added that 
if there had not been any conteft, and the elei^ion had proved 
unanimous, the cafe would have carried with it an intnrely 
difierent completion ; but that according to the praflice of 
the courts below, the criminal matter ihould not be gone into, 
till after the decifion of the queftion of right. Being the 
higheft judicial court in the kingdom, the Court of Dernier 
Appeal, it behoved their Lordfhips not to run counter to the 
pradice of the lower courts of law, but to fet them an exam« 
pie of the ArKkeQ. juftice. 

Lord L^ughiorough contended that it by no means could et- Lora 
ther affedk the merits of the eleAion, or interfere with any Lo«gh*>^ 
queftion which might be brought forward by petition or other- "^^ * 
wife, touching the right of the noble Lord near him to hold 
his feat, With regard to tlie Lord Regifter*s clerk or de- 
» puty, he clearly was a minifterial officer, bound to a£t under 
the authority of the Houfe, and to obey its refolutions, and 
it was for his not having obeyed them that the prefent motion 
was urged. Would it be argued that the Lord Regifter*s de- 
puty was to be deemed fo wholly minifterial, as not to be able 
to know the cffefl of a rcfolution which had been fent to him > 
Could any man fo ftultify hlmfelf as to pretend an ignorance 
of what it was his duty to do in his minifterial capacity ? The 
idea was too prepofterous to be entertained a moment. If fuch 
, an ignoraoce of duty were admitted lo be ^vc^it^ m \^t yc^- 
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fent inftance, to whit an extent might it not he puihed? If 
ono j>^ribn couM nffaiue the title ot Loni Riubfrfoni, aod on 
that lelt-given aj:hority alone lie aJrnitteil ro vote at an elec- 
tion of a Scotch Peer, another njiglit aflume that of Lord 
Wigto>^ny or .my otii t title, and io voce in like manner; and 
thus mii',ht un or twenty, orany ^iveii number, prefume to 
give their fuftr.iges. Pctrs might lign crofs liiis, the noble 
Lords near him (Stormont and Kinnaird) mig!-t exchange and. 
vote both w.us; lb that the real, conllituticxial right of the 
Petr.igeof Sotland lovote for their own rep; efentatives would 
be loU. and I'unk altogether in the vortex of abufe. LordLoughr 
k)rough called upon the Houfe to confjder what the prdent 
motion vi*as? Not a mniion. for cenfure, but a motion to 
lodge a cofr.p!;iir\t in a Committee of Privileges. If the Com- 
miti^e fo\ii.'l that their inquiry would lf:ad to matters afltd^* 
ing the njerits of the recent ekdlion, they might fufpend their 
p^oceedin^^ and take no fartlier ftep till the merits of the elec- 
tion were decided upc.n. But their Lordfhips could not, at 
gentlemen and men of hon-.^ur, refufe to entertain the moiion. 
What woi.Kl it he hut laying to the worM, let any Scotch 
Peer procure hut a return, and he will find a friend in thfl 
Houfe 10 deh^nd it. That would he to refort to the very prac- 
tices which had fo fcaiukiloufly difg raced the Houfe ot Com- 
mons, and th;»t provi d the • aufe of the power of deciding 
controver ed elcdlions being taken out of their hands. Ante- 
cedent to tVjat day I e had l)ren in thc^ hahit of entertaining a 
fincere refptd for ilie no'.de Lord near him (Lord Ca'hcart) 
and thi; very candid aru! ui:!e mann-r in which the noble Lord 
ludjufl fuited to tluir Lordi'n'ps what he" knew concerning 
the perfon who claimed to he Lord Ruthrrford, induced him 
ftill more to wiOi that he. mig)u ho'.il his feat; but from what 
tlie lioMe Lord had faid of tlie dtfrent of the claimant, it was 
evident he came din ctiy within ihe wonls of the refojution of 
1752, for his dehent muft he under T^a\rd Drury, He ex- 
piclTed his ailoniilunent that the refolutions whicli had been 
XtiMi to tli:i Iliv.ife, Ihould have hfen talked of in a manner in 
^vhich the r.f^lde and le;irned Lord treated them : for until tlut 
d.TV, thougii lie lia.l often h.eard them canvalTod in convprfa- 
tion, he never once heard tiicm ment:on?d without a ftrong 
expreffion of gratitude and of refpt;cl. With regard to the 
lioufe not having lent notice of tiieir having adaiiited Lord 
IJorlhwick to his honours, to tlio Lord Rcgiller or his de- 
puty, the rc.tfon was ohvit^us. Th:: tranfaftion was a matter 
of that r..rt of notoriety wluch every man conneQed or con- 
cerned with Par liatncnt was <"rp^ofed to know, and the cir- 
cuipft.mce of Lord Horthwick's vot; having never been re- 
fuied by the l-ord i^^Jfter'^ dcpurv, after he was af'mitted to 
dit? peerage which hi d,xv:!?.td^ was a ilrong proof that the 
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-.cwdRegrfter's deputy ftood without excufe in refpeft to the 
breach oF pi I vilege complained of that day. Lord Lough- 
>orough touchc*d upon the hiftory of the refolutions, a'.id in- 
iMiCBd feveral iLluiiratiye i.\Q.s which had occurred ai the dif. 
'mcnt periods fince the p.i(ii:ig of the adl of union, deducing 
from the whole that nothing could be more clear, than that 
thm refolutions ought not to have heen violated, and that their 
viobtion was a plain, palptble breach of privilege, and there- 
Faw, as gentlemen and men of honour, their Lordfhips could 
nc^ refufeto refer tiiC compL.int to a Committee, and if.tliey 
lid, they would lend their limction to an abufe of office that 
would have dil'graced the reiurnipg officer of a borough, the 
right of cled ion, to reprefent which, lay with the molt paltry 
pQl- waltop|)ers in the kingdom 

Earl Stanhope exprefled a great n fpeft for every motion Ear! 
which could come from his nchle friend (the Karl ot Selkirk) Stanhope 
but faid, he mufl vote againfl the prefent motion on this 
plain principle, — It was grounded on the idea that the refo- 
lution that had been read, which was a limited ^refo'ution, 
ought to have the j'uthority and efFe^l of a general refolu- 
tion. His Lordihip explained tliis idea more at length, and 
thence took notice of the manner in which Lord Stormont 
had replied to that part of the Lord Chancellor's argument, 
in which the latter had offered his afiiftance to the Peers of 
Scotland in framing a hill to refcue the Peerage of that part 
of the kingdom from the abufes to which they were liable. 
The offer, Lord Stanhope faid, was candid in the extreme, on 
the part of the noble ;md learned Lord, and merited a l>etter 
return than reproach from tlie noble Vifcount. 7 he abufes, 
a$ the noide Vifcount had himfelf ft.ited, were fo fcanda- 
lous,. and fo flagrant, that two pcrfons could at that lime 
affuiiie the title of the fame Peei, a ui vote as fuch; and yet 
the Hoble Vifcount had talked of iiieas and projedis of re- 
form with a fort of dildain highly indecent and difrefpcdtfu!, 
in his opinion. 

Vi count Stcrmont begged leave to obferve that the bril- vTcoimt 
liant eloquence of the noble Earl, which always fo highly Stormwat. 
entertained his audience, and enflamed his own mind, had, 
on the prefent occafion, cairied him a little too far. — He 
jud not treated the noble and learned Lord on the woolfnck 
"With difrefpeft, ilthough the noble and learned Lord'< extra- 
ordinary manner of treating the refolutions framed by cha- 
xa£lers to whom he had ever looked up with reveience, had, 
perhaps, excited him to exprefs himl'elf rather warmly; and 
tthc more efpecially, when he recolledied, as his noble and 
learned friend near Inm had truly ftated, that thofe refolu- 
tions had never before been mentioned in his heavvvv^ Vi\3X 
with gratitude and icfpcSt. With regard to tVve rc\;«\v\e.x \tv 
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wliich he had fpoken of the noble and learned Lord** ideas 
of reform and projects of reform, futelj that was not Wh 
candid in him, vihotn fome Lords prefent muft know to 
have been a labourer in the fame vinejrard with the oobir 
Earl who had made the motion tiien under difimffioo, in 
framing and preparing a bill, with a iriew to put the Feenge 
of Scotland on a more refpedlable footing. He conodved 
one aim of the project of the noble and learned Lord Qpoa 
the woolfack to be, to fend the Scotch Peers'to the Coot 
of SefTion to have tlioir titles inquired into; and altfaoogii 
he had not a doubt but that his could (land the fiery ttialy 
he did not wi(h for the adoption of fuch a meafure. 

£orj Lord Hawkcfbury having previoufly declared that b 

HawKcf- wouldlay out of the cafe entirely all allufion to tho lefolih 

^7- tion of 1762, and to thofe who framed them, and firfdy 
advert to what appeared to him to relate to the queftion, 
which, as his noble and learned friend (Lord Loughborough) 
had faid, hy in a very narrow compafs; added that he was 
of opinion that the complaint now ilat^ by a noble Earl ia 
his place, ought to be, and muft be, attended to; but he eoc- 
ceived that the prefent was by no means the proper timei&r 
going into it. He had liftened, with great attention, to his 
noble and learned friend, to hear what he would fay in reply 
to that part of the fpeech of the noble and learned Lordu^ 
on the woolfack, relative to the pra6tice of the Court of Kin^s 
Bench, to fufpend the trial oFa criminal profecution where 
a qiieftion of riglit was connefted with it, till the latter was 
tried and difpcfed of, and he had not heard one word from 
his noble :mcl learned friend upon that point. The noble 
and learned Lord had fat long with him in the Houfe of 
Commons, where the noble and learned Lord well knew 
that a complaint againft a returning officer was never gone 
into before the merits of a contefted eIe£tion were decided, 
or the fourteen days, allotted by the rule of the Houfe of 
Commons, for the candidate who loft the return, to prefent 
a petition, complaining of a falfe return, or an undue elec* 
tion, were expired. In common, all complaints againft 
returning officers were refe; red to the fame Committee who 
were chofen to inquire into the merits of the election. Upon 
that principle it was, that he was clearly of opinion the 
prefent motion was premature, and therefore he would either 
cj^deavour to difpofe of it by moving the previous queftion, 
or in any other way of poftponement that the forms of the 
lioufe would allo\v. 

r,-T.l Lord Loughhorohgh anfvvered that the nohle Lord had 

JL^i-hho- Jrawn an argument from his filence on a point, to which he 
r/)oughf it unneceffary to reply, as it did not appear to him 
f\'^o|)er to take vip thc'vr liOv^to'^^ Vv^^ ^'vCa QliiX\5\-^ inftao- 
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ces of the practice of the Courts of Law^ in a cafe that coivr 
cemed their own honour folely. With regard to the cuftom 
of fufpending the trial of a criminal profecution, till the 
^oeftion of right connected with it was decided, the con-* 
trary praflice obtained almoft every day. He remembered 
the cafe of a profecutien for a riot, where the defendant 
daimed a right to a common ; the former trial went on at 
the lame time that the queAion of right was trying. With 
nfy&Sk to the ufage of the Houfe of Commons in regard to 
jle&fan petitions^ the noble Lord's recolIecSion fell jhort^ 
It wat common to take a complaint againft a returning^ 
oficer into confideration before the merits of the elediion it- 
ieif were at all gone mto. This was done a few years fuice 
in the cafe of the Coventry eledl ion, and it had often "been 
the mode of proceeding adopted. The noble Lord, there- 
fbrep was not correct in ftating, that complaints agniinil: 
fetominflr o£Bcert were always left unenquired into, tUl the 
merits of the election itfelf were decided. 

Lord Hawkery replied that, upon this occafion, he felt Lon! 
it neceflary to remind the Houfe that he did not remark Hat^kcT- 
that complaints againft returning officers had, in no cafe, *^^^' 
been heard before the merits of the election itfelf were en- 
quired into, but that complaints of that nature were either 
referred to the faid Committee, together with the petition 
compluning of an undue eleAion, or not heard befoie the 
foarteen days, allowed the parties to prefent 9 petition in, 
were expired. 

The Earl of Hopetoun declared, that, from the turn of Earl of 
moft of the arguments which had been urged againft the ^<>P<=*«»»t 
motioni he thought that his recollection had failed him, and 
that it was a motion for an immediate cenfure of the depu- 
ty or clerks of the Lord Regifter. He likewife contended, 
tnat the Houfe could not, coniiftently with a regard to their 
own dignity, and the authority of their own refolutions, 
refiiie to adopt the motion, particularly obfervrng, that it 
ftrock him as extraordinary that fuch arguments, as had 
been urged againft the motion, (hould have come fron^ fo 
eld a Member as the noble Lord upon the woolfack. 

"f heir Lordftiips divided upon the main queflion ; 
Contents 20, Non Contents 29. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

No material debate took place iu theHoufe^ from the 
|th, until 

Tuefdayy 12th February. 

■ When Lord Kinnaird prefented a petition In behalf of the 
Earl of Dumfries, complaining of the undue eleftion of 
Lord Catbcart; praying alfo, that he might, by his counfel. 
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be heard at the bar of the Houfe of Lords, on the 10th ef 
March. 
Lord Lord Cathcart obferved that he coald not avoid yielding to 

Caihcart the neceffity which he felt himfclf un.icr of troubling the 
Houfe with fome remarks upon the fubjedl of the petitioQ 
prelented by the nob!e Lord. The complaint againft the j 
Clerks of Sefiion, undoubtedly, proved that they wef«| -by 
his opponent) coniidercd as afling in a judicial capacity; 
but he trufted that the contrary wou d appear to be thjef^M^. 
Having ihe honour to be returned, he could have no cafife of 
complaint until the prefent moment ; but the Earl pf Dihb- 
fries having objeded to the legality of Lord RutheriWi 
vote, he had a fimilar reafon for calling in qiieftion the va- 
lidity of thfe vote of Lord Colville It was true the^ latter 
gentleman had voted at the two preceding eledlions, but in 
fo guarded a manner, that it was not an object to eith^f^of 
the candidate' to infpeft his right. The cafe was difierent 
in the prefent eleftion. — He had therefore protelted agaifft 
it, and immediately Informed the Earl of Dumfries of his 
having adopted this meafure. It was late, laft night,'be- 
fore he was given to underftand the petition would be p^^ 
fented this day, fmce which period he had ufcd every aeons 
in his power to obtain information how to -adl on their 
Lordfliips' journals. There was no precede nts whiebtailKd 
with the prefent cafe. He was ready to adopt any mode 
their Lordfliips fhould didVate. If a petition was necefiary, 
he liad one, in his pocket, ready to prefent. 
LoM The Lord Chayicellor obferved that the petition from 

Clui-ccilor. the nobic:; Lord haii better be prefented, and that LoFd Col- 
ville fliould attend to juftify his claim on the day named, 
when ,the whole circumftances would be before their L<h3- 
fiiips. The gentleman clearly ought to have time to de- 
fend his claim — the Houfe of Commons certainly did liot 
fend notice, in cafes of conttfted elections, to doubted voters. 1 
Thofe who came under that prefcription beifore their Lord- 
fhips, were entitled to a different conduft. 
vift-iint Vii'count Stormont conceived that the two gentlemen 
Siormont. whofe votes were objefled to, flood in very difierent situa- 
tions ; againft the vote of Lord Rutherford, there was an 
order on their Lordships' Journals to prevent its being 
given, and that was a diftindl matter from the merits of the 
declion, whicli might afterwards be inveftigated. 

It was, at length, agreed to poftpone ,the inveftigation of 
this matter to a future day. 

Tlie Houfe adjourned; and did not enter into .any material 
debate, until i 

i 
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AUndayy l%th Pebruary* 

When ihe order bf the day being read for the Houfe to 
lie put into a Committee on the Scotch diftillery bill, the 
Xord Chancellor left the woolfaclc^ and the Chairman went 
to the table) Vifcount Stormont remarked that he could not 
avoid confidering the diflillery bill as a grofs and unwar- 
rantable breach of national faith. He went over the ground 

■ of the arguments which had been urged againfc tlie hill in 
the Houfe of Commons; and contended, that the bill of 
17B6 was a folemn compafl with the diflilhrrs of Scotland^ 

, containing certain conditions, which ought in juflice to be 
fully complied with on the part of the Legiflature. He laid 
itdowp as the mod material of thefe conditions, that the 
Scotch diftillers were t6 be admitted to the EngliHi market^ 

. on paying a duty by licenfes, and a certain ratio of duty upon 
the importation* That was, he maintained, the principal 
part of the contra£t, and for that advantage the Scotch diAilkrs 
had been obliged to pav a compenfation. To deprive them^ 
therefore, of the benent of admiffion to the Engliifh market 
before the bill expired, and yet to hold them to their licenfes, 
vas to deprive tliem of a matter fairly purchafed, and, at the 
fame time, to retain the purchafe money* Another matter 
tipon which he felt.it neceflary to lay particular flrefs was the 
peculiar period of the year when the authority of the Legifla- 
fare was to be exercifed to break their own conira<3. If, at 
the expiration of the firfl year, the Governrnt-nt Imd thought 
it wife to alter the conditions of a fuhfifting Adl of Parliament, 
there would have been fomething likefairnefs in fo doing, but 
to alter it at that period, within four months of the expira* 
tion of the Adl, was to adi delufively by the Scotch Diftillers, 
to have encouraged them to have tilled their lands, and ibwn 
their crops, and when the hour of h.itveft was at hand, to fay 
to them, ** We encouraged you to put your feed in the 
'« ground, to have gone to all the eXpence of cultivating and 
*• raifing a crop; but, now, thp time approaches for your 
*^ obtaining a due reward for your pains, you fhall not 
*• reap what you have foWn." To aft in that manner, was 
to exercife power and authority, but it was not to do 
juftice. 

Lord Ha'JLfkeJhury^ on the contrary, contended that the 
principal objedt of the bill of 1786, had been to enable the 
Diftillers ot Scotland to fupply their own market with fpirits 
on fpeciSc terms, with regard to duty. The prefent bill did 
not, in the fiilalleft degree, affeft that objedt, but left it pre- 
cifely where it was placecl by the bill of 1786. The prefent 
bill waS| abfolutely, neceflary for the corredlion of an evil of 
tery confiJerable magnitude.' When the hill of 1786 w;»s in 
teitation, it had been aficrted by the Scotch DiftvUe^^^ \Wx 
Vwr.:XXIV, Mm \\^e^ 
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they could not work their flills oftener than once a day, 
whereas it had fince been proved, that they worked them 
upon an average four times a day, and by fuch means were 
rnabled to import very confulerahle quantities of fpirits into 
England, to the enormous lofs of the revenue in refpeS tt) 
duty, and to the great injury of the Englifh Diftiller, whci&, 
by means of the difference of duty, they had it in their power 
greatly to underfcl. Ought, therefore, the I^egiflature tofuf- 
fer fuch an evil to continue, and was the breach of national 
taith in ahering a bill in one point only, and that not the 
avowed obje£l of it when it originally paffed? That the Le- 
giflature had a right to alter any bill> muft be on all hands ad* 
mitted. Suppofing the bill hncf paded without limitation in 
refpefl: to the period of its exiftence, would any noi>le Lord 
contend, that upon the difcovery of its impolicy, in any im- 
portant particular, the Legiflature was not warranted to alter 
it r If that were true, and no noble Lord could deny it, furelythe 
Legiflature was equally warranted to alter a bfll pailed fora 
litnited duration, whether it was limited to one year, or two 
v-fcount years, or to four years. 

Scoin.out. Lord Vifcount Stormont begged leave to obferve that, upon 
the prei'ent occafion, that he had been mifunderflood, which 
he was not a little furprifed at, when he confidered thp noble 
Lord's ufually accuracy and knowledge, particularly in mat- 
ters of the fort then under difcuffion. He had not at all at- i 
guedagainft the bill generally, but againft it as a breach of a 
moft material condition of acontradl made with the difiillers 
of Scotland, and fanftioncd by an A& of Parliament. He 
difputed not the power of Parliament, but was appealing to 
its jultice. Had the Legiflature, at the expiration of the firft 
year of the e^iiflence of the bill of 1786, tliougbt proper to 
repeal it, tin re would not, in his opinion, have been fo much 
vjaul'e for coriiplaint; but, on fuffering it to continue till theo, 
they had mi fled the Scotch diftillers, induced them to adven- 
ture largely, and jult when tliey were within view of reaping 
the profits of their adventuie, the Legiflature ftepped forth with 
its authority, and prevented them. Such a piocedure was, 
n)anifeitlv, unjufl; and he defircd to know if one of the 
>xotch difliilers had aiked any nob'e Lord, at the beginning 
of the fecond year, v.ljeilier the L('p;iflature, having peir- 
niitied the bill to cxiil lb long, werelikt-ly to repeal it before 
tlie limited period of its duralion, tlie natural anlwer would 
i^ot have been, that tlie Lcgiflarure could not poflibly be 
guilty of fo much injuftice f 'J lie being obliged to take or.t 
Jict-nfes was fuF:cien']y !)urtheidbme to the Scotch diflille-S 
and therefoie, as the condition of their luhinitting to thr.t 
luirrhen was their h.ir.g atlmitted to a participalion cf tlif 
En^liiii market^ the Jattor benefit ought not to be taken 

aw.iv, 
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away, without, at the fame timp, giving the Scotch diJlillers 
s^ adequate compenration. 

Tht Lord Chaf:ce!/or rem^rkedj that the queftion flated by LorJ 
the noble Viicouiit had never been put to himy but had he ^^^^"ccll< 
been fo queftloned by a Scotch diitiller refpefling the proba- 
bility of the Legillature's repealing the bill of 1786, his an- 
fw^r would have been fonievvhat to the following purport : 
** You arc more likely to know how probable the circifm- 
f* fiance is than I am. If you are confcious that youovcr- 
?* reached the Legiflature when the bill of 1786 pafled, and 
•• that it was obtained by grofs milVeprefentation, I fhould 
** think it highly probable the Legillaturewill repeal it, as foon 
," 03 the deception isdilcovered ; but if, on the other hand, you 
" did not over-reach the Houfes of Parliament, andpradlifed 
f* no mifreprefentation, in ail probability the bill will not be 
*' repealed before the limited period of its duration expires." 
With regard to the making a compenfation to the parties to 
\>e affeSed by the bill, fuch aiv idea had never been enter- 
tained by the Legiflature on any fuch occafion. There had 
not a bill pafled, impofing a tax 01 any one manufacture 
under the canopy of Heaven, that had not moie or lefs af- 
ie<£led the individual manufadurers, becaufe fuch a tax muft 
neceflfarily have its efFecl on the market, and make the flocks 
jn hand more valuable. ^ 

The Earl of Hopetoun fpcaking in favour of the Scotch dif- e>|-i ^r 
lillers, gave an hiflorical detail of the origin of the bill of'ioptiowj 
1786, reciting all the various circumftinces that had taken 
place at different times relative to the diftillery of Scotland. 
'He flared, that the bill of 1786 originated in an a})i)lication 
.from the London diftillers, nnd not, as might be fuppofed, 
from the turn of the arguments in favour of the prefentbill, 
at the inftance of the hcotcfi dillillers. It was an extraor- 
dinary m de of reafoning to contend, that becaufe Scotland 
;Was not fo near the fun as the counties of England, becaufe 
the acres of the former were coIJ, and the grain they pro- 
duced poorer, that therefore they ought to be more heavily 
taxed. With regard to its having been underllood that the 
ftills of Scotland could only work once a day, there was not 
a word of any fuch matter flated in the bill of 1785. In 
faft, the bargain of that year had been madj with the eyes of 
the Englilh diftiller open, and it was not the fault of the 
diftillers of Scotland, if it were liable to any charge on the 
ground of inequality. Hi<? Lordlhip mentioned the praflico 
of fetching away the grain of one part of the kingdom and 
"importing it into the other ; and was about to conclude with 
moving for fome accounts, until he recrMved i.ifoimationfrom 
the Lord Chancellor, 'hat he could not move for them whils 
the Houfe were in a Committee. •- •• ' 

M m 2 • ' * .The 
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The queflion wa- then put to proceed, and it was carried. 

yifcourt Vircouht Stormunt moved a claufe to enable the Scotch 
prmoLt. j|{^jijgj.g^ either to bring their fpirits into the Engliih market 
lipon the fame duty as was paid by the Enghfh diftillers, or 
to be abfolved fn>m heir licences. He took occafion to 
aiifwer what the Lord Chancellor had faid, relative to its not 
having ever been thought of by the Legiflature to make a 
conr|)enfation to parties, on whofe manufaflure or huiinefsa 
tax was impofed, and obferved that he well knew it was the 
duty of the Legiflature to alter any exifting laws which they 
might confider as impolitic, but what be had contended &r 
was, that when a mode of duty became impofed, ^nd accom- 
panied by certain conditions, ic was unjuA to alter thofe con* 
aitions, without making an adequate compeafation to the par- 
ty, who was ftill to continue to pay the duty siccording to tl» 
mode prefcribed. As to his propofed claufe^ he declared 
that it appeared to him to be fo perfeftly confiftent with . 
juftice, that he did not fee how it could be refiftcd. 
The Committee divided ; Contents 10, Not Contents 24. 
pok- '^'^^ Duke of Ncrfci'k wiftied, as the Scotch diftillers, by 

♦f Nonoik. a claul'e annexed to the Bill, were exempted from the pay- 
ment of the additional fixpence duty on all Scotch fpirits 
fhipped before the firft of February, that tbeEngliih diftillers. 
might have an equal advantage in relpe<Sl to all fpirits con* 
traded for l^efore the firft of February, to be delivered by 
them hereafter. His Grace explained himfelf by ftating,that 
if before the firft of February the Englifli diftillers had 
contrafled to deliver any given number of gallons of Spirit, 
at a fubfequent period, at the then ufual price, the Englifh 
cliflillers would be damaged in the proportion of the addi» 
tional fixpence per gallon laid on Scotch Spirits. 
"• r Lor.i 1 he Lord Chnncdior anfw'.red that could only be the cafc^ 
fy'iuDcUIvr if it wc-re cllabliihed, that the Engiifti diftiller muft pur- 
chafe Scorch Spirits to deliver in virtue of this contract, which 
was far from tl:e fa£l. 
Ac length the Bill went through the Committee. 
The jHoufe adjourned. 

JVtdfiefday^ 2c:h Fch'uary^ 

The order for the Houfe to be fummoned, having been 
called,! 
T-ora Lord Ra^iVcon introduced his prcmifed motion in regard to 

K; .Jon. ji^g navy, with fome prefatory obft^rvations on the Fate ad- 
vancement of Captains lo flags, by which feveral whom he dc- 
fcribed as officers of indifputable merit had been pafled byr 
This negle£l, he contended, militated againft the eftabliflied 
praftice in the fervice, and ftood without a precedent. H* 
faid, it was not his intention to impute improper motives to 

any 
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any perfon, whatibever, or to bring Forward a charge againft 
any particular quarter. He had therefore framed his mo« 
tion fo« that he hoped it would be found perfe£tly inofien- 
five and unobjetSlionable. The fuhjedl of it was, beyond 
adoubty of the utmoft importance to the naval fervlce of 
this country; and when he examined the liil, and faw how 
fnany brave and deferving officers had been overlooked in 
that promotion, he felt himi'elf called upon to (land for- 
ward as their advocate, and he trufled that their Xordfliips 
Would give their fupport to the motion which lie fhould have 
the honour to propofe, particularly as it did not point at any 
parUcuIar mode of redrefs, but left it totally to the wifdom 
of HisTWajefty to grant luch relief as the exigency of the cafe 
might appear to him 10 demand. 

Notwithftanding that he lamented the fituation of thofe 
officers, yet he confeffed that he was too much alarmed at 
die danger of the precedent to fufter it to pafs without ani- 
madverfion; for did it not put the patronage of the whole 
navy into the hands of a Minifter? a patronage which a bad 
Minifler might convert to the purpofes of parliamentary cor- 
ruption, and the moft undue influence. He did not doubt but 
that the officers who had the good fortune, on a late occafion^ 
to become the objcSs of favour, were amply deferving of their 
honours; but they were not more fo than thofe who had been 
fuperfeded. Were fuch the rewards which this nation fct 
forth to the veterans who bled in its defence, and by whofe 
exertions every noble Peer in that Houfe flcpt ferure in his 
pofleffions? Under fuch circumftances, their country had no 
claim to their future ferviccs ; for, what had they to expeft? 
Perhaps to have a boy, who had never feen a (hot fired, put 
over their heads, as the caprice of a Minifler might didiate. 
But, the Board of Admiralty feemed to beconfcious that they 
had done an injury to thofe men who had been fuperfeded, 
and, as fomc compenfation, h-d oflFered every one of them 
the half pav of a Rear Admiral. It could not therefore be on 
the fcore of ce<:onomv that they had been overlooked. 

Lord Rawdon now moved, " That, an humble addrefs be 
•* prefcnted to His Majcfty, praying that he would be graci- 
•' oufly picafed to take into his royal confideration the fer- 
•* vices of fuch Captains of his Majefty's navy, as were pafTed 
•• over at the laft promotion of Admirals" 

Vifcount Howe, rifing next, entered into a flatement of the vifcoum 
different rul's of proceeding which had governed the Board Howe. 
of Admiralty in the promotion of the Flag, for many vears 
paft, marking the periods, when any new rulp obtained, and 
producing the orders of Council and various documents of 
authority, by which each particular alteration had i)een war- 
fantcd«t: H« contended that it was inherent to ibc Firft Loid 

of 
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cftTie Admiralty to be refponfible for the good condujli and 
well-being of ilie fervice; and with the rerponfibiiity, he nmft 
receffirily be entitled to exercifehis own judgement and ijt 
cretioft in every branch of the executive duty of the Admirabf 
K«>.>rd; and, therefore, it was incumbent on every man fbnd* 
ing in a fituation exa£tly fimilar to his own, to he car^fiil la 
%hi promotion of officers, and more efpecially m t!ie promotico 
of Captams to flags. He was hound to con fu It th& good of 
the fervice only, and to afk his judgement which was the moft 
proper and bell qualified officer to command a fleet. It wai 
jnrnfal for him, undoubtedly, in the exercife of his difcrctiot, 
to fet oflkers afide; nor could he in a public aflemhiy ftato thi 
jKirticiilar reafons which operated on his judgement in the btt 
projnotion of Captaiiis to the rank of Admirals. It woaU 
prova invidious in him to explain them, as it would be crwi 
tn the Houft; to dcfire him to make fuch a declaration. JEie 
had ad>ed to the? heft of his judgement, and with the &r\&A 
impartiality. The noble Lor.l had exprefsly faid, that he in* 
tioduced his motion with no intention to make a charge 
He was neverthelef's obliged to the noble Lord for bavine 
»g»tated tlie fu!>je6l, ^ as thrre was no part of his condoa 
which he wifhed to efcape inveftigntion and difcuffion. With 
reg;»rd to the reaf^.ns which might direft the judgement of a 
frft Lord of the Admirality to p.»fs over any number of Cap- 
tarns in .1 promotion to fl *gs, the Houfe would haye the good- 
nefs to recollf ck that there might be feveral Thofe who 
vere iiKcly to he entrufl:(M with the care of our fleets, -ought 
to he m.^n not only of Him n)inds, hut poflefli^'d of bodily 
ilrength. to enal^le ihem lo endure the fatigues of the hard 
fervice rhey niiglu have to fullain. Officers who had fervetl 
ably and rnf:ritorioully all thfir lives might not appear to the 
judgement of a I'irll Lord of the Admiralty to be fit to !» 
cntrufted with the care of a ili^et, when the period of promotion 
to flags arrived. '^Fheir bodily firength might not be equal to 
the neceffary ffvrrity of duty. Other reafons might alfo he 
afTigned. That Officer wlio had difplayed great bravery in 
the command of a Hiip, might not be qualified to command a 
fleet. Various lealons mull offer themfelves to every noble 
J^ord's mind in proof .'of th. at pofition. The noble Lord who 
brought the motiO'i forvvard, knew that, in the army, the 
f-rne oSf<rvati(in applied. A fv rjeant of grenadiers, though 
a;i able and e>:cel!ent ibldier, miglu not be qualified to com- 
mand a body of troops on a forlorn hope. 7 heie, and other 
cr.nfiderations, liid necc^ffiri'y onerated on his judgement in 
the la-e promotion. If the Houle thought proper lo iak« 
iTpon themfelves the nromouon of military Officers, hefliouU ! 
ftvd himfclf e.ifev! of the ereafeft caufe o\ anxiety in his fitua- 
tion, and of courie, efcape from the painful refponribility of 
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tActs, Bat, he could not fo far forget his duty to his 
country, as to dcfire their Lordftiips to eafc him of a refponfi- 
biiity, which could not, hy any means, fo well reft as where 
it did. He afTured their Lordfliips, that patronage was not i'o 
defireable as it might be imagined. Whenever a vacancy in 
Che appointments in his nomination happened, there were 
always twenty candidates for it, at the leaft. He was. fure 
therefore to difappoint nineteen, and was not c^lways certain 
i>f pleafing the twentieth. After expatiating on the incnn- 
Tenidncies to which the much-envied patronage of office 
esipofed thofe who filled offices, Vifcount Howe proceeded to 
reply to fome obfervations of Lord Rawdon with refpt-ft to 
the hon-exiftcnce of a neceflity for palling by the officers in 
whofe behalf he had brought forward the motion, fjnce, if 
they had received their rank, and been made Admirals, it did 
not follow that they muft afterwards have been employed. 
He contended that, in making a promotion of Captains to 
flags, thofe officers who appeared, in his judgement, to be 
the befl able, from vigour of body as well as profeffional {kill, 
to ferve their country moft effedtually, had been promoted. 
Had the officers who were pafTed over, enjoyed their rank, 
and not been called into fervice, they muft have gone through 
the fuperior degrees of promotion, that of Vice Admiral, and 
of Admiral, bttore the officers from whofe fervice the country 
were to derive advantage; and thus the officers who did not 
ferye> would have ftood in the way of thofe who did ferve. 
Be appealed to the Houfe whether fuch a circumftance vOould 
haVe been fair or warrantable? He ftated to the Houfe the 
exiftencc of an eftablifliment planned by a wife Board of 
Admiralty in 1747, for the maintenance and fupport of fuch 
Officers as were pafled by in a promotion of Captains to flags, 
and, this was the firft (as it was commonly called) of yell/nr 
Admirals, In order to make a fuitable proviCon for Captains 
not promoted to flags, and to enable them tv) fpend the latter 
years of their exiftence in eafe and retirement, that lift was 
eftahliihed, and all upon it received 300I. a year. If the fu- 
perannuation pay appeared too fmall, let it he incre.ilcd. That 
Houfe would then confider, that the patronage of the Firft 
Lord of the Admiralty would be increafed in the fame propor- 
tion, and he had ftill more to give away tium he could well 
difpofe of already. Having fpcken concerning the nature of 
naval promotions, and their necdury principle, the good of 
the fervice, he added that everv \wm\ was liable to error. He 
did not prefume"to be more clear from it than others. If \\\ 
the la»e promotion of Captains to fligs, he had been guilty of 
error, let the error be flated and fhewn, and he fhcultl not feel 
himfelf aftiamed to acknowledge that he had erred. So far 
from confidering the confellion of his miftakes as a dilgrace, 

he 
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he fliould think that he returned from the Houfe a better mu 
than he came into it. That the half pay of a Rear Admiral haj 
been oflEered to thofe officers who were fuperfeded, was ca> 
tainlyi true; but, it was upon no other ground than as a com* 
penfation for paft fervices; nor did fuch a meifure need the 
countenance of a precedent. One, indeed, of this nature to6k 
place when a late gallant and noble Lord (Hawke) fat at ths 
head of the Admiralty department. 
Lord Lord Hawke obferved, that though not accuftomed to de« j 

^^ ^' liver his fentiments in public, bethought it incumbent on hiia 

to defend the meafure of his noble relation, to which the noble ] 
Vifcount had alluded. He denied that it was a precedent in 
point, becaufe that promotion had taken place with the appiD- 
hation and faii<£lion of Parliament. He reprobated that fyfiem 
of naval dilHnftion which overlooked the veteran officers ia 
order to get at the man who had the chance ^f being the 
longed liver. It was a fyilem which every man, who had, at 
heart, the honour of the fervice, mud view with indignation* 
He would, therefore, give the motion, bia mod cordial fupport 
Earl of The Earl of Samlwich remarked that it was generally 
SanUwich. thought mod wife, when a fubje£l was under difcdEon 
refpedting the difcretion of an official dtuation, for thofe who 
had formerly Riled it not to interfere or meddle in the 
debate; but as he held it to be the duty of every Peer, who 
conceived himfelf informed refpediing the matter in coniidera- 
tion before the Houfe, not to remain filent, he would intrude 
upon their Lordfliips with fome natural obfervations. He 
had lived all his life among naval officers, and they were 
a body of men for whom he fhould, as long as he lived, 
entertain the greated veneration and refpcdb; but, althougb 
he wifhed them extremely well, and thought them eminentif 
entitled to every favour and indulgence from Parliament 
and their country, he could not refrain from giving his rea- 
fons for differing in opinion from the noble Lord who had 
brought forwani the Motion. He thought it extremely im- 
proper for that Houfe to interfere with the executive Govern- 
ment. They had much better leave it to itfelf^ and thofe 
noble Lords who would advife the Houfe to accede to 
the prefent pro;>ofition, he was pcrfuaded, were not aware 
of the infinite mifchiefs which might enfue. The Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain flood high in the opinion of all 
Europe; it ha:i acquired abundant credit from the propriety 
of its proceedings, from confining itfelP* to its proper pro-, 
vince, and from not afluming offices and fun£lions whicb 
did not helong to Jt, but leaving them where the Con- 
flitution had wilely placed them, in the hands of the feveral 
depirtments of the executive Government. Let their Lord- 
ihips for a momem confider the embarraiTmeuts which niut 

tie 



^t^88; DEBATES. 

^\ic fclty if promotions of Admirals werb to be made by 
^ijie Houfe of Lords. The idea was revolting and mon- 
. ftrous in the extreme, A want of knowledge of the qua- 
lifications of the different candidates, would prefent itfelf 
in the firft inilance, and ultimately lead tq the deilrudion 
C^ the fervicc. The influence ui'ed to obtain promotion 
jiroald be at once mod abfurd, and moil ridicuJous. If 
the Houfe of Lords took upon themfelves a promotion 
pf Admirals, one Lord would rife in tiis place and fay, 
/* Pray, don't pafs over my brother, make him an Ad- 
miral I" another would ftart up in that place and inter- 
cede for his relation. Nor would applications be confined 
vithin tliofe walls; each noble Lord would be peftered at 
fconje to intercede for different Captains; nay, even the La- 
jdies (and the Houfe well knew the irrefiflible fafcination of 
^male influence !) would catch hold of a Peer's hand^ 
qlafp it with ardour, and fay, " My dear Lordj pray get 
my fon made an Admiral I" It was impolTible to fiate 
t^ variety of ill confequences that would refult from a 
promotion of Admirals by the Houfe of Lords, without 
placing them in a ridiculous point of view. If Parliament 
Qiuft go out of its way, and take military promotion into 
iheir hands, he really thought it would be better for the 
Houfe of Commons to have the promotion of Admirals 
in their hands, than the Houfe of Lords. The Houfe of 
Commons would, no doubt, receive numberlefs petitions from 
l}ie diflFerent Boroughs reprefented, and their conllituents 
would fend them up inftruflions who was fit to be voted 
for. But, ridicule apart, he felt it his duty to conjure the 
Houfe to let military promotions remain, where only they 
CQuld be made with judgement and propriety, in the hands 
of the executive Government. Let Parliament place a 
due confidence in the firfl Lord of the Admiralty, and 
fililer him to exercife the difcrction that belonged to his 
fituation, unmoiefled by their interference! The refponfi- 
bility jay with that OflScer and the Board; and there the 
difcretion ought to reft likewife. Whenever a complaint was 
formally made of breach of truft, or improper conduft in 
any refponfible Member of Adminiflration, the Houfe had 
a right to inftltute an inquiry, and upon fufficient proof of 
tjie rafls alledged, to addrefs His Majefty to remove the Mi-* 
nifter fo mifcondufling himfelf. Tiat was the conflitutional 

{lower of Parliament, and one of its moft important and fa^* 
utary privileges ; but, it was widely diftindi from that or 
the other. Houfe, taking upon themfelves to exercife the func- 
tions of the executive Government. Fpr his own parr, he 
would not enter into any difcuiTion of the late promotion of 
Captains to flags, becaufe he did not think that^Houfe the 
:- Vol. XXIV. Nn proper 
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proper place for fuch a difcuffion, but, having himfelf had a 
(bare in forming the eftablifhment which, in vulgar wordsi 
was termed the lift of Tellow Admirals^ but the true name of 
which was the Superannuated Lijij he would ftate to the 
Houfe the origin of the cftahlifliment. It had been foand 
at different periods extremely inconveuient and detrimental 
to the fervice, that promotions to flags fliould be governed by 
feniority. in the year forty-fevcn, a promotion to flags 
was neceflary, and thole then at the Board well knew that 
there were on the lift of Captains feveral officers in a fuperior 
degree qnaliiied to command fleets; but, the difficulty was 
how to come at them without loading the Public with aa 
amazing and intolerable expence. In concert, therefore^ widi 
two noble Lords, for whofc memory the country ought to 
unite with him in entertaining the moft grateful refpeft, the 
Superannuated Lift had been formed. The noble perfons to 
whom be alluded, were, the one a Land, the other a naval 
chara6ler, both men of acknowledged judgement, ability, and 
zeal for their country. He meant the late Duke of Sedford, 
and the late I,ord Anfon. With them he had taken his flure 
in planning the Superannuated Lift, and he had been the per- 
fon in whofe hands it had principally been brought to bear* 
The objeft of it was to provide an income for fuch Captains, 
as in a promotion to flags, the Board of Admiralty did not 
appoint Admirals, not meaning to call them out into farther 
fervice. At the time of iafticuting the eftabliihment^ the 
objeft was to make eight Admirals only, and In order to that, 
fi'ineteen Captains weie paflid over; and yet, there was no com- 
plaint then, no motion before that Houfe to addrefs His Ma- 
jefty on the fubjfft, nor any idea of injufticc or partiality en- 
tertained. TlieeftablKhment of the Superannuated Lift had 
been originally received with univerfal applaufe, and generally 
confidered as a luiinane and benevolent inftitution. He held 
in his haiul the Memorial of the Board of Admiralty, fuggeft- 
ing the original fcheme of the eftablifhmcnt to His Majefty, 
and the ori^^inal Order of Council made in confcquence, both 
of which his Lordfhip read to prove, that the eftablifl)ment 
had been profelledly made in favour of meritorious officers, 
and thofe who had behaved well in the fervice. Thiscircura- 
ilance, coni'ecjucntlv. eftabliflud the idea, that thofe Captains 
who weie put upon it were not ftigmatifcd, as a noble Lord 
(Rawc'on) hjiJ contended, nor in any degree difgraced; but, 
that it was an honoiuaMe letreat fiom fervice. The inconie 
amounted to 520]. per year; and furcly it was a comfortable 
provilioii lor ofTicers who had heen buffiting the waves till 
their vigour was in a great degree exhaufted. Having dilated ■ 
on the origin of the eliahliflinient, and affirmed that it was not 
difgraceful, he took notice of fever#il obfervations made hf 
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Lord Rowdon, and, firft, of his having declared, that the 
late promotion to flags was contrary to the praftice of the 
fervice. The reverfe, he aflerted, was the faft ever fince the 
inftitutionofthe Superannuated L'lfti iheprafticchad uniform- 
ly been to pafs by fome Captains, and promote others. If a 
contrary pradice had prevailed, and the fmgle claim of feni« 
ority been adhered to, the fervice muft have been extremely 
injured, from the command of our fleets falling into very 
unfit hands. The noble Lord had alfo flatcd, that the late 
promotion had been altogether without a precedent. No fuch 
thing. There were a great number of precedents for it. There 
had been precedents for it while Lord Anfon prefided at the 
Admiralty Board; precedents while Lord Hawke fat there, 
and many precedents while he had himfelf had the honour to 
be Firft Lord of the Admiralty, In fhort, there was fcarccly 
a precedent to the contrary. The Earl of Sandwich reafoncd 
upon thefe fafis, and then recurred to his main argument, 
that it would be in the highefl degree improper and unwife 
for that Houfe to interfere with military promotions. "He 
faid, better officers then tht new Admirals had never been 
pat upon the lift of flags ; and there might be among thofe 
Oiptains pafled by fome good officers found ; but, if once the 
H«ufe travelled out of its province, and addreflcd the Crown 
in favour of one officer, they would be repeatedly troubled 
with applications in favour of other officers, and their ta(k 
would be endlefs. Befldes, what did the prefent motion 
mean } It defired His Majefty to take the cafe of the 4>fficers 
in whofe behalf the motion was made, into his coniideration. 
That had been done already, fince, he had no doubt, the noble 
Vifcount at the Head of the Admiralty knew his duty too 
well, not to have confulted his Majefty, and ftated his rea* 
fons before the promotions were decided* That line of con- 
duSt he had ever purfued, for the many years that he had 
the honour to fit at the Adnairalty Board, and he had no 
doubt the noble Vifcount had done the fame, [Lord Howe . 
nodded aiTent,] Was it His Majefty's better confidcration of 
the cafe of the officers that was defired by the motion ? If fo, 
let their Lordfliips confider, for a moment, the grofs impro- 
priety of their interfering with the Prerogative in a cafe of that 
nature. If they did it in one Inftance, they would be called 
on to do it in another, and what infinitely mifchievous con- 
fequences might not fuch an unwife confunon of the diftinft 
fiinflions of the diftinft branches of the Legiflature lead to? 
With regard to the noble Vifcount's reafons tor having pafled 
over fome Captains, undoubtedly it muft have been painful 
for him, a profeffional man, to fiave confidered it as his duty 
fo to regulate the promotion. No Firft Lord of the Admiralty, 
who had any leeling, had made a feledl promotion of officers 
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to flags, without being impreflcd with fenfations extremely 
painful ; but, whatever had been the reafons by which either 
the noble Vifcount, or any former Lord of the Admiralty 
had been governed, it would prove in the higheft degree im- 
proper publicly to ilate the motion. It was not inhuman nature 
fpr any man to think himfelf infufficient ; and, undoubtedly, 
one officer believed himfelf to be as fit for an Admiral as an- 
other. Would it, therefore, be humane, or even juflifiable, for 
aFirflLord of the Admiralty to fmgle out and charafteriM 
what he held to be fuch difqualifications, as rendered it incom- 
patible with the good of the fervice for fuch and fuch Captains 
to be promoted to flags? In conclufion, the Earl of Sandwicbi 
obferved that he was aware that it might be deemed improper 
in him to have taken any part in the debate; but when he cpn- 
fidered the refpedlable quarter from which the motion came^ 
and found that the noble Lord had not examined it with his 
ufual powers of invefligation, he could not, help riGng and 
troubling the Houfe with the reafons which would impel him 
to give the motion his decided negative, 
.ord Lord Rawdon lamented that by fome fingular fatality the 

iwdoB. noble Earl had totally miflaken him throughout his fpeedl, 
fince moft of the fentiments exprefTed by the noble Earl weie 
fuch as he was fo far from ohjefting to, thdt he moft fully 
concurred in them. The noble Earl and he differed in one 
little particular ; and this was^ the application of the motidn, 
which, he muft contend, was not, in any degree, that which 
" the noble Earl had argued it to he. The motion did not defira 
the Houfe to interfere with the Prerogative, and afTume and 
exercife the fundlion pf military promotion. Had it been of 
that ttndency, it would have proved (he was ready to admit) 
highly indecent and improper. It only defired His Majefly 
to take the cafe of Teveral meritorious and able officers into 
his royal confuleration, upon the prefumption, that, in the 
late promotion to flags, their merits had been overlooked. 
To have relted it on any other ground would, in his opinion, 
have been difrefpeftful to the Sovereign, and carried with it 
sn imputation of partiality in the noble Vifcount, which hi 
was very far from thinking that he dcferved. Lord Rowdon 
ftated a cafe of promotion to flag? in the reign of Queen AnnCi 
when the Captain of Admiral Sir George Rooke's ihip, who 
was then at Portl'mouth, jufl preparing to fail on an im- 
portant expedition, was palled by; Sir George Rooke, there- 
upon^ wrote to Prince George of Denmark, remonflrating 
againil fo grofs an act of injuilice to his Captain, and declared 
;hat he confulered it as a perlbnal affront to himfelf. Lord 
Rawdon produced one of Sir George's letters to the Prince, 
and read a paflnge from it. Sir George Rooke (he informed 
fbe i.-oufe} wrote inmy more letters to the ^Prince on the 
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ion; nor would he fail before juftice was done to his 
lin, and he was reftored to his rank. With regard to 
ineteen Captains that the noble Earl had faid were fuper- 
ited, to make eight Admirals, the noble Earl had not 
, whether they had withdrawn themfelves from the fer^ 
)r not. He had, therefore, 'a right to conclude that they 
irithdraw, and it was on all hands admitted, that fuch 
rs as had withdrawn themfelves from the fervice, had no 
to farther promotion. But, was that the cafe with the 
rs in whofe behalf he had made the motion then upon 
ible? DirecSlly the reverfe. They were allofiicers lately 
vice, and ready and willing to be employed again. They 
not men liable to be fet afide upon fo harm an impu- 
1 as incapacity. The noble Vifcount had aiked if a i 
nt of grenadiers, though a brave foldier, was fit to com- 
on a dangerous enterprizc? Were the cafes in the fmal- 
egree analogous? Surely not. The officers for wh©m he 
contended had adlually been in command often. They 
looked up to by their whole profeffion as officers of the 
ibility, and as fit for command as any naval charadlers 
fo^ver. In the army, men always rofe by feniority, 
lels became Generals, and fo on; and unlefs there was 
ftain in an officer's charafter, which rendered him ub- 
ly of promotion and unfit for rank, he faw noti thp 
uvenience that could arife from the fame praftice obtaiur. 
n the Navy. Certain he was, that the eftabliftiing a 
dent of a garbled lift of promotion to flags, let it hap- 
vhen it might, ought to be confidered as a moft mifchie- 
pirecedent. It was rank, and not emolument, for which 
rs of true military feeling were anxious. To know that 
country admitted that they deferved to be thought well 
ras their ambition ; and the noble Vifcount, as well as 
lad witnefled the advantages of encouraging that glorious 
ation in both fervices during the late war in America. 
noble Earl's argument went fo far as to fhut the door 
►letely againft inquires into the condufl: of a Firft Lord 
le Admiralty, on any occafion; a principle which he 
1 he' fliould never fee the Houfe adopt, fince it was pof- 
for a marine Minifter to aft as detrimentally againft the 
5ft of his country, by abufing his authority, and purfa- 
uproper meafures, as the Minifter of any other depart- 
in the State. 

le Earl of Sandwich renewed his remonftrance againft the Earl of 
3n, on the ground of its calling upon the Houfe to inter- Sandwich. 
m\h the executive departments of Government. It was, 
the Houfe might have it in their power to proceed to 
re into abufes of the executive departments, and not to 
the door upon inveftigation, ^hat he wiflxed the motion 
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to be negatived. While refponfibility refled with Minifters, 
Parliament could do its duty ; inquire into abufe of office, 
and addrefs to remove. If Parliament, on the contrary, took 
upon itfelf to originate, where was it likely to clofc? Parlia- 
ment had never interfered with the executive department, but 
it had done mifchief. If a complaint had been ftated in fomiy 
and proof oflfered to bring it home to the noble Vifcount, he 
was fure the noble Vifcount would not have fhunned inquiry. 
£Lord Howe nodded aflent.] It would have been conftilu* 
tional for the Houfe to have taken notice of the complaint; 
but, here, the cafe was oiherwife. With regard to the fuc- 
ceffion of rank in the army, the faft undoubtedly was, that 
a Colonel became a General, by feniority ; but, was that like 
the promotion of a Captain to an Admiral's flag? In one cafe^ 
the Public was put to no expence; in the other, ihe expence 
was enormous. If the prefent Motion paffed, their Lordfliipi 
fhould confider that it was not five or feven Captains only 
who would become entitled to their flag, but, many morei 
Seventy Admirals there were already, and, therefore, let th« 
Houfe think what (with the propofcd addition,) fuch a Lift 
of flag officers would coil the Public. In concluflon, tho 
Earl of Sandwich obferved that the principle of the motion 
appeared fo mifchievous, that objeftions out of number pre* 
fented themfelves to his mind, and he really began to think 
himfelf a fpeaker. In order, therefore, to prevent his giving 
their Lordfhips more trouble, he would go out of the Houfe 
as foon as he had given his vote againft the motion. 

Lord Rawdon made a fhort reply, urging the extreme 
hardfhip of treating brave and able officers with negleS. 

The Peers were all moving, when Vifcount Howe rofe 
and faid, he was perfuaded their Lordfhips would give him 
their attention a moment, while he took notice of one expref* 
fion, which had fallen from the noble Lord who introduced 
the motion. The noble Lord had talked of a garbled lift of 
promotion. The noble Lord might not have meant the ex* 
preffion in an ofFenfive fenfe; but if he did, he ought to ftatc 
his charge, and bring it to the proof. 

Lord Rowdon declared that he would not, for a moment, 
fuffer the noble Vifcount to conceive that he had ufed the word 
in an unkind fenfe. He certainly had not the fmalleft inten- 
tion fo to have it underftood, and he hoped that neither the 
noble Vifcount, nor any other noble Lord had fo underftood 
him. Had he thought bad motives imputable to the noble 
Vifcount, he would with confidence have made the charge. 
Vifcount Howe bowed, and faid, moft certainly. 
The queftion was then puf, and negatived without a divlCon. 
1 he Houie adjourned. 

Under 
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Under the idea that our readers will conjlder this Jhort ae* 
tount^ prefixed to the debate which f Mows ^ as elucidating matter ^ 
we beg leave to fubmit the whole of it to their attention* 

Upon the fixth day of the trial of Governor Haftings, Mr. 
Fox rofe, and obfervcd, that he was dircf^cd by the Committee 
to fubmit to their Lordfliips, that it was their intention to 
proceed article by article, to adduce evidence to fubfiantiate 
each charge, then to hear the prifoner*s evidence, afterwards 
to be at libertv to reply. 

The Lord Chancellor called upon Mr, Law, fcnior counfel The Lord 
for Mr, Haftings, to know whether this mode would bc^^*°^^^^* 
agreeable. Mr. Law anfwered in the negative; and then the 
Lord Chancellor obferved to the Committee, that as it was his 
wifli that fubftantial juftice might take place, he fliould be 
glad to hear the reafons which induced the right honourable 
Manager, and the Committee, to call upon the Court to 
adopt that mode. 

Mr. Fox ftated to their Lordfhips, that the mode propofed 
in fuch a complicated cafe was adopted to avoid obfcurity— 
to place the various queftions in fuch a clear point of view, 
that their Lordfliips might with the greater eafe determine 
aJ feriatim upon the merits of each article of impeach- 
ment, 

Mr. Anftruther fpoke to the fame effe6t. 

Earl Stanhope defired to know whether the fame charges Earl 
were meant t6 be brought forward in various (hapes, and Sunhopc 
whether the fame evidence was intended to be adduced in fup-* 
|K>rt of them* 

Mr. Fox replied, that he had feen too much of this profe- 
cation to be ignorant that all the charges were made upon 
different grounds, diftin£k in their nature and qualities, 
and requiring a different fyftem of evidence to fupport 
them ; notwithftanding that it might fo happen, in the 
progrefs of the bufinefs that the fame evidence would prove 
neceflary to lubftantiate other charges. On his part, and on 
the part of the Committee, and the Houfe, he had nohefitation 
to declare that they meant to avail themfelves of no fubter- 
fuge; they meant to bring the charges plainly, clearly, and 
completely home to the prifoner. There were feveral prece- 
dents of the kind, particularly the impeachment of the Earl 
of Macclesfield and the Earl of Strafford. 

Earl Stanhope being fatisfied with this explanation. 

The Lord. Chancellor called upon Mr. Law for the reafons ^'^c ^f* 
on which he fnpported his objeclion. Chancellor 

Mr. Law entered into argument to prove that it would 
be inconfiftent with the rules of juftice to fuffer the pro- 
fecution to proceed in the mode propofed by Mr. Fox. 
He cited the cafe of Archbifliop Laud, and was urgent to 
prove that all the cafes in which impeachmcuu Vv^4 V^eevx ^^- 
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teFmined, article by article, were by confent of the party 
under profecution. In the warmth of his zeal for Mr, 
Haflings, he dropped a few words which reflec^eci upon Mr. 
Burke, for the harfh and cruel manner in which he had opened 
the profecution. It was fimilar, he faid, to the proceeding! 
againft Sir Walter Raleigh. He was going on, when 

Mr. Fox rofe and faid, he was commanded by the Committee 
not to fufFer fuch grofs and indecent liberties to be taken in a 
cafe where the Commons of England were the profecutors. 
Lord Lord Stormont ohferved, that the counfel had travelled out 

Stormont. of his path to refledl upon the conduft of the right honour- 
able gentleman who opened the caufe; and he hoped that 
fuch a liberty would not be taken in future. 

Mr. Law faid a few words, and fat down. 

Mr. Plomer followed him ; and 

Mr. Dallas, next, endeavoured to draw the analogy be- 
tween the praQice of the common law in the Courts belov, 
and that mode which ought to prevail in the prefent inftance. 
He combated the precedents which were drawn from the trials 
of the Earl of Macclesfield and Lord Sirafford, and aflerted, 
that to try each charge, and determine upon it, would, con- 
fequenly, lead to delay, confufion, and perplexity. 

Mr. Fox replied to the three counfel, and maintained that 
neither the profecutors pould obtain juftice, the prifonerhave 
a fair hearing, or the Court difcharge the duty which they 
owed to their country and to mankind, unlefs the char]ges 
were feparated, and the determination of the Houfe obtained 
upon each of them. 

Mr. Fox was never more happy in his delivery, and on 
the flrength and folid fenfe of his arguments. — In fhort, he 
riveted the attention of the Court and the auditory— he 
aflonifhed them with his eloquence, and convinced them by 
his arguments, of the propriety and aftual neccflity of the 
mode of condudting the trial in the manner which the Com- 
mittee had propofed. 

I'he Peers immediately withdrew to their houfe, and or- 
dered that the Lords he fummoned to confider and determine 
upon the mode in which the feveral charges (honld be brought 
forward, and whether the propofition of the Committee of 
the Commons fliould be adopted. 

U'hurjday^ 2 \Ji February. 

T he order of the day having been read for taking into con- 
fideration the mode of proceeding on the articles of impeach- 
ment againft Governor Hafcings, and for the Houfe to be fum- 
moned, 
Tf:e Lord 'riie Lord Chancclkr left thewoolfnck, and opened his fpeech 
Chancellor. ^,y pronouncing a very fine eulo^ium upon Mr. Burke, for 

his 
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his mode of opening his charges. He hail mentioned circum- 
fiances of iuch horror, of fuch accumulated horror, and of 
fuch deep crimina ity, that every thing contained in the ar-i 
tides before their Lordfliips, funk, in the comparifon, to utter 
iofignihcance, and the right honourable Manager had unequi- 
vocally declared that he had not affuined ihtprivilegc of an ad- 
Tocate to exaggerate, [Here theChanccfllor read his words, as 
he had taken them down, compared with the (liort-hand wri- 
ter.] After this, fays his Lordlhip, 1 fiull hold Mr. Burke 
to the proof of all he has afferted. He has mentioned crinjes 
of fo deep a dye, that if the defendant was to forfeit all h s 
property, to fufFer the moft exemplary piinlfliment that their 
Lordfliips could infli<S, it would he far, very far iliort, in- 
deed, of a punlihment ad»*quaie to his crimes. Their Lord- 
/hips all knew the efFeit which the defcription of them" had 
bad on many very refpeftable perfons, many of whom haj 
not, to this moment, and perhaps never woufj, recover from 
the fliock which they felt at the relation. But, in proportion 
Bshewas ready exemplarily to punilh Mr. Hillings, if he 
really was guilty, bethought it right to purfue the only me- 
thods of afcertaining his guilt, or of clearing his innocence; 
and, for the prefent, he had a right to prefume him innocent. 
What the counfel of Mr. Hallings claimed, was'no indul- 
gence, but a right. His imagination could not go to anv 
ether poffihle mode of defending Mr. Haflings, than ihat 
which his counfel had propofed, namely, that the Managers 
Iliould complete the whole of their cafe, before Mr. Hallings 
faid a word in hisdefence. Was it poflihle they could reply 
to any one article, before they had opened a generaLit^id..of 
their cafe; its various relations to the occurrences of Great 
Britain, during Mr. Haftings's government ; and in fhort, to 
complete that plan which the riglit honourable Manager had 
profefled 10 have taken up, but which, for what reafon his Lord- 
lhip knew not, he had abandoned. If the articles were to- 
tally unconnected with one another, Mr. Hallings could nor, 
with any regard to his own cafe, fay a word till the profecu- 
tion was doled ; but the faO. undoubtedly was, that the ar- 
ticles were fo intimately blended, that he defied any man liv- 
ing to feparate them. They comprize the v.hole of Mr. 
Haftings*s foreign and domeftic government for a long feries 
of years. His Lord ftiip, after dcfcanting a confiderahle time 
with great force on tliis fubjeft, faid, he fliould not afient^ 
until he heard fomething like a reafon affigned for adopting 
the recommendation of the Commons: liis own imagination 
could not form a fliadow of a reafon to juilify tlu-ir Lord- 
fliips. But not only haclihe counicl of Mr. Haflings to de- 
fend him againfl the .irricles a!r.?a(ly exliihited againft him, 
they tnud wait until llie criujifial mMt^ir opened by the right 
Vol. XXIV, Uo honourable 
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honourhble Manager was put into fuch (hape, that they could 
freely meet it, and reply to it. From the fpecimen which 
The counfel had given of their talents, he prefumed they would, ' 
in their general opening, endeavour to invalidate the hiftoryof 
the rioht honourable Manager, Indeed, they had been told by 
Mr. f'ox that they might make tlieir general opening as foon 
as tbey pleafed. What ! before they knew all that could be 
faiJ againft them ? He added, that as he was bound in con- 
fcience to protefl Mr. Halvings, if innocent, and to puniih 
him feverely if guilty, he never could confent to a mode of 
procedure, unfair. to the defendant in the higheft degree, and 
contrary to the fundamental principles of juftice. 
^ ^y^ Earl Stanhope propofed that the various crimes fhould be 

*"*'*^ ' tried feparately ; and therefore moved, ** That the Majiagers 
*' for the Commons of Great Britain be dire(f)ed neither to 
" proceed upon the whole bf the charges, nor upon their ac- 
** cufations, article by article, but to proceed 'upon the cri- 
♦• mrnating allegations one by one.** 
TJ.LoiToh- Lord Loj^ghlforough oppofed it, and replied at great length ' 
borough, to the Chancellor. He contended, that Benares was a fingic ' 
article, containing fundry criminal allegations, totally un- 
connedled with the other articles, and that there could not be i 
the fmalleftobjeflion to their confidering that article feparatrly j 
and diftin6lly from the others. Whether the fame rule would ' 
apply to the other articles, might be a matter of future con- 
iideration. He declared that it was impcffible for their Lord- 
ihips to adopt the mode wiflied for by Mr. Haftings, with . 
fafety to the incjuiry. The multiplicity of matter contained I 
in one ehnrge, he ohferved, was fufficiently intricate, with- 
out uniting the feveral charges together; each charge, he faid, 
contained crJiiKJS of different completions ; and he aiked, if 
any noble or learned Lord prefent would, for a moment, con- 
tend that fuch a precedent exifted, where crimes of different 
delcriptions and ditu^rent magnitudes were blended together, 
and on which their Lor.'fhips were hound to give one ultimate 
opinion; it would le.id their I>oidfhips into a labyrinth of 
perplexity i it would he committing feveral of the charges 
into inevitable ohfcurity. His Lo rd ft kp advert eil to the le- 
veral arguments mad- ufe of by the Chancellor and Lord 
Stanhope: he contended, that the analogy between the pre- 
fent caleand indidments aivd informations, mutl £di to the 
ground. H!s Lordfhip tlven gave a hire defcription of an 
Englilh trial by jury, with a ftrength of colouring which did 
him infinite credit ; and contended, that the law of P.irlia- 
menf was not to he fli^cklcd down hy the rules of the Courts 
!>-!ovv, wliile* they did not violate ihe fubllantial rults of 
jviii.ce; that they iiad a r^ght to confuir tlu^ir own conveni- 
^iice, or fo far as that vva§ coalulted with the view to the 
* dealt r 
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clearer comprehenfion of the cnfe. After purfuing tliis con- 
trwft for fomdtime, hisLordfliip went through all Mr. Fox's 
arguments in reply to the counfel in Weflininrter Hall, and 
concluded with warning their Lordfhips againft a hafty deci- 
. iion^ which would be of confiderahle importance to the pre- 
/feat gra:.d and momentous queftion ; a queilion, on the deci- 
iiori of which the interell of thoufands was dependent ; for 
which dorifion all Europe was waiting with the greateft 
^nxiety* 

Lord Loughborough then moved, '^ To agree with the 
•' propofitton^ as Aated by tlie Managers for the Com- 
« mons," 

The Duke oi Richmond hegTiW with exprefling his inability Diikcof 
to follow the noble and learned Lord in that flrain of elo- Richmond, 
quence which had at all times diftinguiflied him in that Houfe, 
4nd never more fo than upon the prefent occafion. He de- 
clared too his inability to follow him through the maze of 
legal knowledge. His reading, his Grace obferved, on legal 
points, was rather fuperficial, and therefore he could not be 
expedled to define with fuch legal perfpiculty and nicely as 
the learned Lord ; but the little information he had of legal 
^and conAitutional forms, led him to differ moil materially 
with his Lordlhip. His Grace entirely concurred with the 
.Chancellor, and profefled hirnfelf to come with a mind per- 
ft<5lly free and unbiaffed, and confcientioofly determined to 
dojuftice. As to what Lord Loughborough had faid, that 
at the clofe of the whole, a feparate cjupftion might be pu^ 
upon each article, his Grace faid that that point was by no 
Dneans fo clear to him. He thought tlie queftion of guilty, or 
not guilty, would be more proper ; but that was a point for 
future difcuffion. If he could have had a doubt upon the pre- 
fent occafion, that doubt would be removed, by refiefliiig up- 
on what paflid in another place; it would be indecent in him 
to allude to it, but he would put a cafe. Suppofe the Houfe 
of Commons had preferred a variety of charges againft. a gen- 
tleman, and that that perfon, anxious to clear his fame, 

.ihould agree to be heard ; fuppofe, after being heard, he fliould 
!)e weak enough to give in his defence, and allow it to be 
printed, and that his profecutors lliould ailually make ufe of 

.that defence, for the purppfe of drawing articles of , crimination 
againft him, would he not, in future, be cautious not to fay 

.a fyllable, till he had heard every thing which could he faid ^ 
iigainft him? Suppofe another perfon, of fome wifdom and 

-caution, ftiould be accufed, fiiould be heard, (hould make a 

. very fine fpeech, which carried the whole Houfe with him. 

- Profiting by a former example, fuppofe, when applied to 
for the minutes of his fpeech, he fhould decline to deliver 
theio in, declaring it impo{rii)ie to arrai^^^e them. If fucli 

O o ii ihingii 
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things had happened, or could happen, he who fat as a judge 
would never agree to place Mr. Haflings in a fituation, by 
which, from inaltentiop, or not making the beft of his cafei 
lie might become his own accufer. He contended, that bf 
every law, human and divine, Mr. Haftings was entitled to ] 
hear every charge, every allegation, contained in the articles 
of impeachment, opened and proved againft him, befoie he 
ought or could be compelled to enter upon his de&nce. In 
the courts Ixrlow, his Grace faid, no prifoner was called upon 
for his defence, till every clear count in the indiiSlment wa 
proved, or attempted to be fo. If then, faid his Grace, for 
primes of fo much inferiority comparatively with the prefent, 
a prifoner can. in thofe courts, demand that as a right, which 
the Managers wifli to deprive Mr. Haflings of here, yoor 
Lordfliips fliould Hep forward, and fupport the caufe of ho» 
nianity. The cri nes, he ohferved, imputed to Mr. Haflings, 
were of fo black a dye, as to make humanity /hudder, and 
degraded human nature. But, obferved his Grace, no man 
in this country is t^icught guihy, till he is proved fo; and if : 
the crimes imputed to Mr. Haliings are of that defcriplion I 
have mentiontd, God forbid we Ihould deprive him of that 
glorious privilege every fuhjedl ought to enjoy, the privilege 1 
of chufing the beft mode of defending and overturning thofe 1 
imputations. Hi? Grace then obferved upon Mr* Burke's 
opening, and Mr. Fox's reply to Mr. H.iftings*s counfel, de- 
claring himfelf infulted, as an individual of that Houfe, by 
the exprefRons of Mr, Fox on that day, and expreffmg his 
difapprobation of the mode adopted by Mr, Burke. He ob- 
ferved upon the language of Mr. Law, and juftified the term 
cnlumniatcr^ which Mr. Law had made ufe of. Calumny, be 
obferved, m his conception, wa«, where improper, unjufti- 
iiab'e language was applied to an undeferving objeft, or where, 
ailmitiiF.g the object a deierying one, thofe iuiputaiions were 
rot proved. He had too much confidence, he faid, in thein- 
tegritv and honour cf the right honourable Manager (Mr, 
Burke) todoubi for a moment that he either would or thought 
he could prove every thing he harl opened againfl Mr. Haf- 
tings ; but that not being the cafe at prelent, he did not tbink 
the right hononrahje Mtmber juftified in the language he had 
ufed, and ccnft qi:ently thought Mr. Haftings's counfel. fitu- 
ated :>s they were, excufahle in obfervi'i^g as tliev had done. 
His Grace r;hi"eived on what bad fallen from Lord Loughbo- 
rough, rt-'fprcling tlie diftt rence between parliamentary and 
conin.on law, and contended that thofe ought to be guided by 
the rules nf^opted and prtkrvcd in the inferier couns, parti- 
ruhirly wherj tliofs rules relulted to the prifoner's ndvantage. 
Ignoiant as h^ was, he faid, he fhould feel no difficulty in 
f iving his opinion on the whole of the charges together, and 

though 
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though he was of opinion that this mode would he produAiva 
of as much expedition as the other, yet even a«lmittii)g for a 
moment that it would not, he contended, that tor that reafon 
only, nor anv other he knew of, ought they to deprive Mr. 
Haftings of that glorious privilege of an i'.ngliftiman, viz. 
^hoofing what mode of defence he pleafes to adopt. 

Lord Stormont rofe next, and began by complimenting the ^^^\^ 
noble Lord (Loughborough) for the eloquent fpecch he had 
delivered that night ; and confefiing his regret that it had not 
force (Efficient to convince him of the propriety of the mea- 
furc the noh'e Lord fo flrenuouflv wifhed to enforce. He 
would not, he faid, be fo ridiculous as to declare a total igno* 
rance of the legal points in queflion, as that might be atti*i- 
(uited to vanity, rather than an indiftereni opinion of his own 
abilities; he had, he confrfl>d, as he thought it a duty h« 
owed that Houle, made himfelf as much mailer of the quef- 
tion as his time and fituation would admit: and he was free 
to own, that not a doubt remained on his mind as to the 
impropriety of the mode propofed by the Managers to that 
Houfe. It was, in his opinion, oveiti:rning every precedent 
that Houfe had before adopted, and depriving Mr. Haftings of 
a privilege he had a right to demand ; depriving him of a right 
the'immut.ible and eternal laws of juilice gave him to make 
choice of that moue of defence beft calculated to the nature of 
the charges alledged againft him, and the peculiar fituation in 
which he ftands. Thcfe were privileges, thefe were liberties, 
his Lordfliip obferved, they fliould be very cautious in being 
the inflrument to deftroy. No rank, no chara*9er in that 
Houfe, however eminent, or however innocent, but might be 
an objeA at fome future period of an impeachment ; might be 
placed in the critical fituation in which Mr. Haftings then 
llobd. He therefore warned them to be cautious in adopting 
a mode of proceeding, by which they not only bound them- 
felves, but pofterity. The decifion of that night would be 
handed down as an invariable rule in future; and he ther** 
fore again warned their Lordfliips to be cautious in that de- 
cifion. Much, he obferved, had been faid of the impoffibi- 
lity of their Lordftiips recolleiSli ng, when they came to give 
their opinions upon the whole of the various fad^s that had 
been proved, or fuch parts of the charges that had been dif- 
proved. Did not their Lordfhips, he afl^ed, take notes ? did 
not the clerks of that Houfe do the fame ? Surely they did ; 
and if their Lordfhips had doubts of this recolledlion, he faw^ 
no ohjeftion why the proceedings of each d.iy might not be 
printed, and diftributed for their Lordfhips' ufe. His objec- 
tions againft procecdiiig charge by charge, were ftrong and 
determined. He inflanced feveral of thefe objeflions : the 
UoMfe of Commons might, for aught he knew, make the very 

eyidenc^ 
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evidence adduced to overturn one or two of the charges, proof 
to Tupport the other. He argued on the cafe of Lord Scraf* 
ford, and declared the pioccedings on that cafe were not at all 
analogous to the prefent. In that cafe, he faid. Lord Straf- 
ford, on the mode of proceeding, viz. charge hy charge, being 
propofed to him, immediately gave his aflent to it. LorJ 
Strafford, he faid, thought it was a very juft mode of pro* 
ceeding ; it met his .ipprohation ; it was the method he wifliej 
to adopt, and therefore he coincided with the propofai. But 
his Lordihip ohferved, this aflent was not to he confidered ai 
apiecedent in future; w/hal Lord Strafford might confiderai 
a proper mode of proceeding, or what wight he a proper medc 
of proceeding in his cafe, might, in another inftance, appear 
c|uite the revcrfe, and Mr. HaAings was not bound to adopt 
it. 

Lcrd DLhiy Lord Dirby ohferved, that one of the counfel for Mr Hat 
tings had mentioned Lord Orford's cafe, hut mentioned it m 
that kind of way, as if it had dropped from him unwarily. 
1 h:it cafe, in his opinion, as far as it went, was direAly god* 
tr.>ry to the mode of proceeding Mr. Haftings wiflied tondopt 
I le made fome ohfer vat ions on the delay that would be created 
hy it. His Lordihip then went to prove, that if the charges 
were heard colleftively, fome of their Lord fliips might in the 
interim be taken ill, and being deprived of their atrendancei 
could therefore only hear a pirt, perhaps, of the profecutorV 
<:a(q, and none of the defence, or vice- verfa ; or, that ifanf 
of their Lordfliipsdied, their fons whofucceeded them wouM . 
hear, according to the prefent mode, a part only of that trial, ( 
on which they were to decide. 
I^i J Lord Graniiey rofe, and after apologifing for the want of 

G^otlcy. ability, at his years, toaniwer the noble J-,ord (Loughborough) 
obferv«d, that the noble Lord who had juft fat down, had 
given himielf a deal of trouble, upon a point which might be 
very foon determined, it was fo unprecedented a queftion to 
slk, that he lelt no difRculty in anivvering it. He declared 
thjt he had affirmed no lawyer could have fupported the pro- 
pofition of the learned Lord (Loughborough,) and he declared 
fo ftill ; but nnlefs he had feen it with hi^ eyes, and heard it 
with his ears, he could not have believed that any. man, who 
pretended to be a la\v\er, could have made a motion which 
was directly contrary to juft ice and common fenfe. He ne- 
ver kne'.v in his life a priloner called upon for his defence to 
a p.irt of an indi6lment or information, until he had heard the 
wlkole. He challenged the learned Lord (Loughborough) to 
give him one fingle inftance in his recolledlion, where a pri- 
foner was fo fituated. He afked it as a favour, he aiked it 
for informal ion. The learned Lord, faid his Lord /hip, not 
«nfvvering me, I take it for granted he has noae. What, i'aiJ 

his 
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bis Lord&ip, call upon a man for bts defence, when he has 
>n!y heard part ofthechargesalledgedagainft him ! wascverfuch 
k thing heard of! The right honourable Manager (Mr. Burke) 
fays his Lordfhip, has opened the charges generally to us, and 
in that way I fliould think it molt advifeable to proceed. He 
Irgued upon Lord Strafford's cafe, and declared there was no 
comparifon between that and the prefent. Lord Strafford, 
Paid his Lordfhip, wifhed for that mode of proceeding ; and 
To far it makes for Mr. Haftings ; for they did not attempt to 
n>mpel him to it,' but put it as a queftion. His Lordfhip at- 
tacked feveral of Lord Loughborough's arguments, and drew 
tonclufions between impeachments like the prefent, and in- 
formations and indlflments. The noble and learned Lord, 
be obferved, mufl have flrangely forgotton himfelf, or he 
could never for a moment have drawn the inferences he has 
done. This called up 

Lord Loughborottghy who denied that the right honourable L3. I^rwr^lj- 
Manager had opened any of the charges — He ridiculed the com- °^*'^"^''** 
parifon between indi6tments and informations and the prefent 
cafe; and aflced Lord Grantly if he ever knew an inflance where 
feveral iffues were joined upon either an indi6lment or infor- 
mation. He attempted to make an obvious diftindlion between 
them, when he was anfwered by 

Lord Grantley who faid the noble Lord had furely not heard ^^^^ 
him,orhadmiftaken him wilfully. He declared he never faid the ^^'^^^f' 
right honourable Manager had gone into any of the charges, and 
was in their Lordfhips recolledlion on that h€t\ but he faid^ 
and he again repeated it, that he had opened the charges gene- 
rally. The learned Lord, faid his Lordfhip, calls upon me 
for an inftance where feveral iffues were joined upon one in- 
formation. Can he, fays his Lordfhip^ be ferious when he 
afcs me the. queftion ? If he is, lanfwerhim, that it is not a 
queftion I expefted from him. The fuppofition is too ridicu- 
lous to require any anfwer. But fays his Lordfhip, I will tel! 
that learned Lord what I have feen and done. An informa- 
tion againfl a magifl rate Wis filed by me as Attorney General 
for mal-praflices, and ih*that information were contained 
•thirty or forty different counts, all for malpractice, but in 
their nature as oppofite as light and dark. Would not the 
learned Lord have thought it firange to have heard the prifoner 
Called upon to anfwer one of thofe counts, and give in his de- 
fence to that, before he had heard the remaining counts con- 
tained in the information. — Surejy he would, and the cafe is 
juft the fame; that count was to have been a particular con- 
ftituent part of one grand charge, the fame as one of the pre- 
fent charges \s a part of one impeachment. His Lordfliip rea- 
foned for lome time on this point, when 

. The Lord Chancellor xoky and declared himfelf firmly ofopi-The Lorl 
■nion with Lord Grantley. A deal of nice ctiuc:xl vi\c^viu^> v^^C'ccwv^vj^.vi-v, 
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fcrved, had been made ufe of to no purpofe. HeafErmed that 
the motion of Lord Loughborough was futile and abfurd. 
That he believed no man in England underftood the Englifh 
language better than Mr. Fox. — That his firft propofition was 
clear and perfpicuous, namely, that all the articles (hould be 
taken feparately, and that the defendant (hould be required to 
anfvrer feparately to each. But to prevent the poffibility of a 
doubt, he had called upon Mr. Fox, ftill farther to elucidate 
his meaning, and the anfwer was plain and direft It became 
their Lordlhips therefore to determine now «nd for all, and to 
prevent future appeals. If he were to judge from what had al- 
ready appeared, occafions would neceflUrily arife, which would 
compel their Lord/hips to adjourn from Weftminfter Hall to 
their own Houfe, which of itfelf was rather a tedious daty; 
therefore they ought not to fufFer it unneceffarily. Hefaid 
he had not heard a fingle argument in fupport of the motion 
of the learned Lord. It was the duty of a Judge to do Jufticc 
\f ithout any confideration of conveniency, and to do juftice 
according to the laws of England. With i*efpe6l to the law 
and ufage of Parliament, of which he had heard fo much, the 
Chancellor utterly difcLimed all knowledge of fuch law. It 
had no exiftence. In times of barbariim,. indeed when to im- 
peach a man was ruin to him by the ftrong hand of power, by 
tumult or by fa£lion, the law and ufage of Parliament were 
quoted in order to juftify the moft impetuous or atrocious ads. 
But in thefe enlightened days he hoped that no man would be 
tried but by the Taw of the land, which was admirably calcu- 
lated to protedl innocence and to punidi guilt. In Weftmin- 
fter Hall one of the honourable Managers had attempted to 
make a diftinftion between the fJrft ftageof the impeachment 
of that great man the Earl of Strafford, and the latter pro- 
ceedings when the Houfe was borne down by violence and by 
tumult. He declared that the whole proceedings, from its 
commencement to its ccnclufion, was in the highell degree 
violent, unjuft, and tyrannical. The Managers of the Com- 
mons attacked that great man in language fo grofs, that it dif- 
graces rbis country, and was never equalled except in the cafe 
of Sir Walter Raleigh. A licentious and unprincipled fellovr, 
Pym, attacked that noble Lord with all the virulence of party 
fadlion and malignitv, enormous as it was, becaufe the Earl 
of Strafford was accuied by them of quitting his party; as if it 
were not meritorious to ferve the date inAead of a fadlion — as 
if it were a crime to quit a gang of highwaymen. That noble 
Lord once, and Imt once, forgot himiclf in entreating the for- 
bearance of liis execrable perl'ecutors. But, my Lords, if'wc 
talk of the law and ufage of l^^rliame^t, and are bound by it, 
what injuflicc fh:*il we not commit ? If we go back into our 
hiftory, counfcl was not allowed in an impeachnient for mlf- 

dsmcanojs; 
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"drnieariors; blitnow^ye fit as a Court of Tuftice, houn<f, as 
every Court ought to he, according to the (Irong, pointed and 
juft expreffion of the noble Vifcount (Stormont) by the eternal 
and immutable laws of juftice. The Chancellor faid, that 
there was not a fingie impt-achraent during the lall century in 
which there were not the ftrongeft marks of tyrajiny, injuf* 
tice and opprcflion j and even the impeachment of Sacheverellj 
• in the prefent century, contained an inftance of injuftice^ 
which hctrutled never would happen again ; when the Houl'e 
of Lords determined upon a point of lawxontrary to the una- 
nimous opinion of the Judges, In the prefent impeachment^ 
be trufted their Lord/liips would not df*part from the known, 
tftahliflied l.iws ot the land. The Commons might impeach, 
their Lordfhips were lo try the caufe ; and the fame rules of 
."evidence, the fame attention to the laws which obtained in the 
courts below, would, he was confident, be preferved by their 
'Lordlhips. He contended that it was highly improper to 
compel a perfon, fituated as Mr. Haflings was, to anfwer one 
charge without hearing the whoJe. He inftanced the cafe of 
an indiftment for perjury, whe«e a man might put in a falfc 
anfwer to a hill in Chancery. In this cafe, tays his Lordfhip, 
there.might be a hundred diflFerent affignments, but would it 
be ever thought of to compel the defeiulant to anfwer one of 
"Ihofe aflignments fepararely without hearing the whole? The 
fuhjefl matter of the bill might in many parts be as different 
as black and white^ and comprehend a variety offadlsand 
' tranfadlioRS, and there would he an affignment for every fa£fc 
^diftin6l from the other. Yet the defendant could not be com- 
. pelled to enter upon his defence till he had heard every com- 
ponent pirt of that indiftracnt opened and proved, or attempt- 
ed to be fo again ft him. 

Lord Carli/le agreed With the Chancellor in his cdnclufions, ^or4 
but thought he fpoke ftrange in fome inftances. C4ilinftj 

The Duke of Norfolk diffented, andjuftified Pymand the r^"ke o^ 

' Commons. Norfolk. 

Lotdi Loughborough ^a\A if his motion was negatived, itl-JLongP 
would be a paltry mode, of putting an end tO th^ impeach- *»^^*^iJ^ 
ment. 

Contents, 33; Not Contents, 88.— Majority 55. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

On the preceding occafion the following protcft Wai cti- 
' tered. 

Die JoviSf 21 Feirttary 1788. 

The order of the day being read for taking into ponCderJh' 
.tion the mode of proceeding upon the articles of indpeach- 
tnent againft Warren Haftings, Efq. and for the Lords to b# 
. fummoned, and for all the Judges to attend, 

-Vol, XXIV. P g It 
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It was movfd and ordered, that the Commons be inform* 
cd, that they do proceed to produce all their evidence in fup- 
port of their impeachment^ before the defendant be called up- 
on for his dffence. 
Diffentient, 

Fiift, Becaufe we hold it to be primarily eflential to the 
due adminiftration of judice, that they who are to judge, ha?a 
a full, clear, and diftindl knowledge of every part of the qoef- 
tion, oil which they are ultimately to decide ; and in a caufe 
of fuch magnitude, extent, and variety as the prefent. where 
ilTue is joined on a£ts done at times and places fo diftanty and 
with relation to perfons fo different, as well as on crimes fe 
difcr iminate from each other by their nature and tendency, we 
conceive that fuch knowledge cannot but with extreme diffi* 
culty be obtained, without a feparate confideration of the le- 
yeral articles exhibited. 

Secondly, Becaufe we cannot, with equal facility, accaraqy, 
and confidence, apply and compare the evidence adduced, 
and more efpecially the arguments urged by the profecutorson 
one fide, and the defendant on the other, if the whole cham 
be made one caufe, as if the feveral articles be beard in lb 
nature of feparate caufes. 

Thirdly, Becaufe, admitting it to be a clear and acknow- 
ledged principle of juftice, that the defendant againft a ctimi* 
nal accufation, fhould be at liberty to make his defence in 
fuch form and manner as he (hall deem mofl to his adyantage; 
we are of opinion that fuch principle is only true fo far fortk, 
as the ufe and operation thereof (hall not be extended to de* 
feat the ends of jufticie, or to create difficulties and dehjl 
equivalent to a di reft defeat thereof; and becaufe we are of 
opinion that the propofition made by the Managers of the 
Houfe of Commons, if it bad been agreed to, would not have 
deprived the defendant in this profecution of the fair and al- 
lowable benefit of fuch principle, taken in its true fenfe^ in 
as much as it tended only to oblige him to apply his defence 
fpecially, and diftinftly to each of the diflinft and feparate ar- 
ticles of the impeachment in the only mode in which the re* 
fpedVive merits of the charge and of the defence can be accu- 
rately compared and determined, or even retained in the me- 
mory, and not to limit or reftrain him in the form and man- 
ner of conllrufting, explaining, or eflablifhing fuch defence. 

Fourthly, Becaufe in the cafe of the Earl ofMiddlefex, 

and that of the Earl of Strafford, and other cafes of much lefs 

magnitude, extent, and variety, than the prefent, this Houfe 

hasdiredlcd the proceedings to be according to the mode now 

■ propofed by the Managers on the part of the Commons. 

Fifthly, Becaufe, even ifno precedent had exifled, yet and 
from the new and diftinguifhing circumftance of the prefent 

cafe, 
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cafe, it would have been the duty of this Houfe to adopt the 
only mode of proceeding, which, founded on fimplicityi can 
infure perfpicuity, and obviate confufion. 

Sixthly, Becaufe we conceive, that the accepting the pro- 
pofalmadeby the Managers, would have been no lefs con- 
sonant to good policy, than to fubflantial juflice, fince by 
ppfleffing the acknowledged right of preferving their iarticles 
as fo many fuccef&ve impeachments, the Commons have an 
undoubted power of compelling this Houfe in future, virtually 
to adopt that mode which they now recommend, and if ever 
they fhould be driven to fland on this extreme right, jealou- 
fies muft unavoidably enfue between the two Houfes, whofe 
harmony is the vital principle of national profperity; publiq 
juftice, if not defeated, might be delayed — the innocent might 
be harrailed, and the guilty might efcape. 

Seventhly^ fiecaufe, iQany of the reafons upon which a 
different mode of condu6iing this profecution has been impof- 
ed upon the Commons, as alledged in the debate upon this 
fufa}e£^, appears to us of a flill more dangerous and alarming > 
tendency, than the meafure itfelf, forafmuch as we cannot 
hear, hut with the utmoft aftonifhment and apprehenfion,. 
that the Supreme Court of Judicature ]» to be concluded by 
the inftituteid rules of the pradtice of Inferior Courts. And 
that the law of Parliament, which we have ever confidered, 
as recognized and reverenced by all who refpe£^ed and under- 
fiood the laws and the confiitution of this country, has nei- 
ther form^ authority, nor even exiftence; a dodtrine which. 
'We conceive to ftrike direftly at the root of all parliamentary 
proceedings by impeachment,, and to be equally deftruftive 
of the eftablifl\ed rights of the Commons, and of the cri- 
minal juriidid ion of the Peers, and confeqiiently to tend to- 
the degradation of both Houfes of Parliament, to diminifh 
the rigour of public juflice, and tofubvert the fundamental; 
principles of the conftitutloa« 

Portland, WentwortHj^ 

Devon SHIRS, Derby, 

Bjldford, Cardiff, 

Loughborough,. Fitzwilliam^ 
Stamford. 

Difl^ntient for the firft and fecoad reafons only,. 

Town sH END, 

Harcouht, 

Leicester. 

DUIentient on the firft^ lecond,. and laft re2i(on% 

■Dr. « '^V.*:^ • 
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The- next material Debate occurred upon 
Monday^ I*] th March, 

Lord Scarfrlak, having taken the chair, and theclaufeiii 
the Muiinv liiil havirg l^een read, 

The Duk** of Afamhejler declared his intention of oppofing 

the novel claufes introduced in the prefent bill; and trufied 

that their Lordlhips would do him the jiiftice to impute fuch 

an oppofition to the real caufe: to the redlitude of his fiaelings, 

?nd not to any p.irty motives. He was an avowed enemy to 

the extenfion of military law, unlei's in cafes of abfolute 

neccfljty, the bill juft read, went to incieafe thut law by 

making a number of artificers liable to feel its fevere tStOx^ 

who had, hitherto, enjoyed their liberty in common with" 

their fellow f'ji)j'-(5ts, under civil law. Could it be proved 

neceffiry for the Ibfety of the kingdom, he fboiild not ehter* 

tain the le.ift objeflion againft the .rcreafe of the army, but, 

in a time of profound peace, certainly the adoption of a meafure 

of this lingular nature caHcd for a full explanation. It wai 

citablilhing a precedent of a mofl dangerous tendency to the 

conflitution, which could not be guarded with too jealous an 

eye. 

Puke of Th? Duke of ^/Vy^w^w.'/ having remarked that he gave the laft 

Richmond noble Speak-r full credit for the purity of his motives*, added 

that, he wi/hed the ideas of putting afide thf^ coitimoii law of 

England, and fubjedling men to maitial law, were not 

carried too far. With refpecl to the objefts of the claQfe, 

it had occurred to him that the formation of a regular corps 

of artificers, who would in future wnrs, be applicable to any 

fcrvice, when w..nt(^d either at home or abroad, could not 

but be attended with very benrticial coniequences. in all tlie 

armies abroaa, fuch a corps made part ot ihofe armies, and as 

their uti.itv was unque/lionild*?, he had concluded that therii 

ought ro be fuel) a corps in the army, and iherefore he had 

rrn.'^lid red it a:^ his duty to fubmit the propofition- to Hi« 

Majrlty. wlio hud appiovevi of it, and it had been fi nee laid 

before the Houfe of C insnons, and voted by that branch of 

the I eprill.it.uie. With rtgpti to putting them in the Mutiny 

bill, heme: a part ot iIk arn^y enlift; d reguhrly as foldiers, 

like otln r old:* rs thry ougl-t undoubiedlv »o becomtJ lubjedl* 

ed to th'j J.ir.v- Invv, as 'ht policy of the Slate had contldered 

it as rip^'tl til .t .il: foKlins ilv^^'M cojitiiiue in fuch a liate of 

fubord nation, 'i he cnly [-rincip'e c.-n ^^hich be had ever 

vnderil'.^O'l that marti .1 'aw was liu.it fitting for tlie army, 

was fhc kiduci nels of .ts puniihn^i^iits. Ac the iaiie tiiue, 

it Wi*s not to he conf; Irte.i as aiiy I'.ardihif), {\\\c^ n'> fpecies 

of trial, h•^•A'ev^T pcj^ular it migUt 1^% wjs (lie bei.ev(--l) more 

iniv and ca»*wiA lucn iruvh bv Coutt Martial, iu all that he 
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aJ ever attended, he had feen as much care taken to give the 
arty tried every fair advantage which poflihly could have 
aken place. The corps of artificers propolbd to be\<(ormed, ' 
9as not only highly ufeful, but, at -the fame time^ fo far from 
eing an additional expence, tiuy would prove a faving, be- 
au(e the difference between getung luch a numl>er as hereto* 
ore, and having them formed into a regular corps as intended, 
trould render the ufual expence lefs by two thoufand pounds. 
j^xcluGve of the corps of artiHcers, the corps of engineers, 
nd the gunners, and quarter gunners, vrere likewife mferted 
n the Mutiny bill, which, undoubtetlly, they ought to be^ 
S they were a part of the army. 

The Duke of Mancheficr anfvvered that he muft take the nuke of 
iberty of remarking that the arguments of the noble Peer were Manchefter« 
oo inconcluGve to prevail upon him to give his fupport to a 
neafure which he deemed as hoftile to the rights of indivi- 
]uals, as it was dangerous to the principles of the conflitution. 
The noble Duke had defended the propriety of this extenfioa 
>f the military law for a reafon to which he could never fub- 
fcribe. Did the noble Duke give the preference to a Military 
Court, becaufe its decifion precluded the delay which the^ 
deliberation of other Courts thought neceflary to their pro- 
ceedings? Or was punifhmcnt infl £led fuddenly, and in the 
warmth of military ardour, to be adduced as an argument in 
fupport of a meafure for extending it to thofe who were not 
now fubjedt to fuch a jurifdid\ion? He hoped their Lordfhip« 
would not countenance a fyftem of that kind. He for one 
would give his decided vote againil it. 

Lord Pcr/fA^/?«- obfvrved that each year produced fucli an y^^H 
alarming extenfion of military law, that every man ought to Ponchcfter. 
fevolt at an attempt toeilablilha fyftem of government which 
was fo dangerous to the liberty of the fuhje£l. The noble 
Puke had thrown out refit £1 ions againft the common law, 
which, in his opinion, were extremly indecent, [Here the 
Duke of Richmond faid that the noble Lord had mifunder- 
flood him.] The noble Duke, however, could not deny 
that he had given a marked preference to the proceedings of 
Court Mnrtials, in a maniiei which did not much recommend 
thetn to him. For his own part, he would rather have no 
Mutiny hill at all, than liave it coupled with fuch a claufe as 
the prefent. Indeed the whole bill was fo cartlefsly and 
inaccurately diawn up, that it was a difgrace to the itatute 
books. What ftruck him as the moft obje6lionable part of 
the noble Duke's corps of artificers was, the manner in 
which thole unlmppy men were to be attelled: they were to 
he deprived of one third of their pay if they were not good 
foldiers; and if they were not good artificers, they weretobe 
puniflied by the authority of the Mafier General aloiie^ >KvlK* 
out even iho furmjlny o/a trial. 



fc94- PARLIAMENTARY A. 178& 

tori Lord Carli/le obferved that he expe^ed to hear fome perfoo 

C-rhflc J J, office account to the Houfc why the Mutiny bill w« 
brought on fo late this year, declaring, he hoped it had not 
been for the bad reafon of depriving them of an opportonitj ] 
of confidering it with due deliberation. With regard to m 
corps of artificers and the noble Duke's argument, that it 
would be a faving of 200oU he ridiculed it as an idle reafon 
for fuch an innovation. If their Lordfliips were to be governed j 
by any fuch argument, they would be led into fo abford ^ 
a matter as the calculation how much the furrender of the 
rights of the fuhjeft was worth per man; and if the rights and 
liberties of 600 artificers were worth 2000I. their Lordfliips 
would fee that the rights and liberties ef each individual arti- ■ 
ficer would be valued at 3I. lOS. 
Ia^A Lord Cathcart remarked that artificers were exceedingly 

"**'^'^' wanted in the field, and that the formation of a regular corps 
could not hut be attended with the moi^ eflential advantages 
to the fervice. Thus, hitherto, the regiments had been ob- 
liged to be drafted on every fudden emergency for artificers, 
and muth difficulty and inconvenience had in confequence 
arifen. 
r^ikc of The Duke of Ulchmof/d defended what be had faid of the 
Richmond, advantage of fudden punifhment for military men, and declar- 
ed that he had not mearu fevere perfon.il puniihment. No 
man could be more an enemy to thofe degrading feveritiet 
which revolted human fenfihility; he had always been againft 
them, and was of opinion they might be difpenfcd with en- 
tirely ; and that confinement alone, or low living, would 
anfwer every end of punifhment. With regard to continen* 
tal armies being ofFenfive, and Britifh armies defenfive, he 
knew of no fuch diftindlion. All armies ought to be formed 
on an oflFenfive principle, fince to he able to attack, was the 
beft way to defend. A noble Earl had afked why the Mutiny 
bill had been brought in fo late? He could only fay, it was 
(he fuppofed,) the ufual time for bringing in the Mutiny bill. 
Certain he was, the claufe refpedting the Corps of Artificers 
had not delayed it; as tlie Houfe of Commons had voted them 
before Chrifimas, The Duke expbined the reafons of the 
terms of the attertation; and argued that thev were not un-i 
ufual, and that they did not lead to the Colonel's deriving any 
profit or advantage from cicathing the men, &c. With re- 
gard to the noble Earl*s calculation of 3I. lOs. a man, as the 
prica of furrendering his civil right?, his Grace faid, the 
noble Earl muf\ know that thr.t was not a reafonable mode of 
argning the matter. 
J «-j Lord Raiv^cn dtclareil, that fuch n corps of artificers muft 

Rawaon prove highly advantagpons to the fervice. He mentioned 
man J of me mcoiwemctvc^s, :^^ vjclU ;».% the enormous expence. 
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that had been experienced hitherto for want of fuch an efta- 

blifliment. He particularly inftanced the cafe of the Ifland 

ti[ St. Lucia during the courfe of th« lad war, where the 

Vtility of military artiticers had been experienced. 

' Tne HxxVtoi Manchefter rofe to defend the militia from Dakeof 

Hhat he conceived to have been an imputation caft on them MancheAcfc 

by Lord Caihcart. His Grace faid, that the gentlemen in 

thje militia had ferved with the patriotifm of ancient Romans, 

and in defence of the ifland they had encountered mi^nj 

bard /hips. 

Lord Caihcart explained, and begged leave to aflure the 
noble Duke that he did not mean any thing that he had faid, 
as an infinuation againft the militia. He had lad war been 
an eye witnefs of their condu£b, and knew them to have 
deferved well of their countrv. 

The queftion was at length put, and the claufe carried. 
TheDukeof 2V(?r/i/*faid, that before the Houfe proceeded NorfoUt. 
to the order of the day for the fecond reading of the Declara- 
tory bill, he begged leave to prefent a petition from a refpedt- 
able body of the Proprietors of the Eaft-lndia Company, pray- 
injf to be heard by counfel againft the bill. The grounds 
01 this petition were ftrong and weighty. The bill had been 
read a firft time on Saturday; a very unufual time for read-^ 
ing an important bill, it was to be read a fecond time (they 
underflood) that day; and by this means they were prevented 
from having a General Court of the Proprietors, by which 
they could petition the Houfe as a general body in time to be 
heard againft the bill. It was particularly the duty of their 
Lordfhips to be circumfpefl: and deliberate in a matter, where, 
a£ling more in their judicial than in their legiflative capacity, 
they w^re to declare what the law was in a particular ftatute. 
It would be a degradation of their Lordfliips' dignity if they 
were to fufier a public fentiment to go abroad, and in a mea-r 
fure where any public Board was at iffue with any branch of 
-the community, they had haftily interfered to give a decifion 
of the point in favour of the Board againft the fubjeft. In 
this cafe it was peculiarly incumbent on them to be difcreet 
9nd jealous; hecaufe, in addition to the private queftion of 
right and property, there was involved a great public queftion 
01 conftitution.— By the bill now before the Houfe, Mini- 
fters were to acquire fuch an influence in the way of patronage, 
and fuch a power over revenue, as muft be exceedingly alarm- 
ing to every man who valued the conftitution. He was fen- 
fible that the very moderate requeft of tl»e petitioners would 
be complied with, and particularly, as the moft diftinguilh- 
ed cbara£lers in the Houfe had, on a fimilar occafion, fuc- 
cefsfully warned their Lordfliips againft raftinefsand hafte hi 
a bill of a quality not very diflimilar to this, [the Lord Chan- 
.cclior on Mff Fox's India bill tooH. his objedion on the* 

groiuid 
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ground of want of time] and had by that obje<5ion influenced I 
their Lordftiips in the d .'ciGon. He would therefore, without 
troubling their Lorddiips f irther, prefent the petition, and 
he Ihould after move that the fecond reading of the bill (night 
be adjourned to Thurfday, 

He prefented the petition figned by George Tiernay, 
Stephen Lufliington, and other gentlemen, proprietors ef 
India flock; it was read by the Clerk, as follows: 
The humble petition of certain Proprietors of India Stocky 
in behalf of themfelves p.nd the United Company of Mer- 
chants trading to the Eaft- Indies, 

" Sheweth, 
" That a bill entitled * An aft for removing any doubts, . 
** &c. was brought into the Houfe of Commons, on Mon- 
** day the 25th of February laft, read a fecond time on Men- 
*• day the 3d inftant, and pafled on Friday the 14th of March 
*• inftant, 

« That the United Company of Merchants trading to tbc 
** Eaft-Indies, conceiving their rights and privileges vio* 
** lently attacked by the faid bill, and having had fufficient 
*' time to take the fenfe of a General Court held for that 
** purpofe, and to inftruft counfel in their behalf, did, p^^ 
** vious to the faid reading, unanimoufly agree to pre&nt a 
** petition to the Honourable Houfe of Commons, praying 
•* that the faid bill might not pafs into a law; which petition 
** was received, and counfel heard thereon. 

" That the faid bill pafled the Houfe of Comnnons hte 
" in the evening of Friday the 14th inftant, and contrary to 
** the expeftation of your petitioners, founded on the pfual 
^* pradlice of this Right Honourable Houfe, was read a firft 
*' time the next day (yetng Saturday) a day on which few in- 
** ftances are to be found of your Lord(hips fitting for the 
** difpatch of bufinefs. 

" That your petitioners underftanding with infinite con- 
'* cern that the faid bill is ordered to be read a fecond time, 
" this day^ (Monday the 17th of March) whereby thev are 
*' precluded from being heard by counfel in the cuftomary 
** ftage of parliamentary proceedings, do, on behalf of 
*' themfelves, and the United Company of Merchants, bura- 
♦* biy intreat that your Lordftiips will be pleafed to grant 
** fuch farther delay as may enable the Proprietors at large 
*^ of India Stock to prepare evidence, and ftate proofs to 
** your Lordftiips, that the faid bill is deftrudlive to their 
*' privileges, and fubverfive to their chartered rights; the 
*^ fiiid Uniied Company remembering, with gratitude, how 
<* much the juftice of this Right Honourable Houfe is ac- 
*' cuftomed to revolt at all attempts to violate fuch righw 
'^ and privileges; and feeling, from recent experieace, thai 

M to 



A. 1788. DEBATES. 1 

" to lay their grievances at your bar, and to prefent the 
*' injuries that are offered to a corp^Orate hodvj is to I'ccure 
*^ your Lordfhips interpofition and prote6lion. 

" Your petitioners, therefore, pray, that the fecond re.-^d- 
" ingof the laid Bijl may, be poft|)oned until Thurfday next, 
** th€ 20rh inftant, l>eing the earlieft day on which, by the 
*^ operation of the laws, any public relblution of the faid 
" United Merchants can be taken, in order that the Eall- 
*' India Company may have time to inltru.tl ccunlel, anJ 
** prepare evidence, in defence of tlieir rights <\rid privilt-f^.s." 

l.ovdi Pcrichcjh-r rofe to obferve, that the Bill in its '.Te-., ^?^\ 
amble Aated, that doubts had been entertained at the con- 
ftruc^ion of the act of 1734. He denied the cxiftence of 
the fmalleft doubt; he could not ftrain his mind to the re- 
ception of a fuigle doubt. liefidt^, what vrere the doubts in 
quellion? Not a mere tiiade of diiFerencc, not a ilight dif- 
tinflion, but doubts as broad as the diflerence between plain 
white and jet black, between mid-day and niid-niglit. Was 
it pofllble for fuch doubts to have exiiled, a:id not for every 
man to feul them. The contrary was the rcvcrfe, as l-;i 
would prove to their Lordlhips. Lord Portcheirer theu went 
into an inveftigation of tlie cbufes of the 1^:11, and reafoncd 
upon them, aftt^r which ho concluded with movhig the toi- 
lowing quePtion to the Judg^^s: 

*.* W'liether, according to the intent and meaning of tlie 
^^ acl of the 24th year of the reign ^f His [jreft-su Majeftv, 
** for the berter regulation of tiie Ka't Luii;i Com:\iny, 8cc. 
** the Committee for the aflairs of India are coiroetent at 
•' any time to diredl, that the expence of raifing, tranl'port- 
*' ing, and maintaining fuch for*;cs as may be judged r.ccef- 
" fary for the iecurity of the Britifli territor;*;s aiid polTellions 
** in the Eaft-lndies, fliall be defrayed out of vlie revcnurs 
" ariling out of the faid territories and p'-it-jPiion?, i'uch 
" troops not being {^rvt at tlie cxprefs rec^uiiltion of the 
" Eaft-India Company; and patticularly, wlieiher under tlie 
" circuraAances now exifling, the faid Commifiioners are not 
*' reftrained by certain provifions coatained in the laid \\t\y 
"from giving fuch direcSions r" 

Lord Hawkcfbury denied the neceffity of putting any fuch ,^"^\^ 
quellion, declaring that \\q critertaincd not the leait doubt J^^J^j...^ " 
but that the conllrudion put upon the a£l of 1 7^4 by the De- 
claratory bill, was the true conilrucllon. He faid be would 
confine himfelf tp the queflion, and not go into the diicuiiion 
of the bil« itfelf. He accordingly urged againfl: the neceffity 
of putting fuch a quelVion to the Judges, declaring that it 
neither atfoited the common law of England, nor any anci- 
ent ilaiute, and that he faw lawyers enow prefent to folve 
any difficulty the Houfe might entertain. He gave the 
Vol. XXIV. Q^q Hcv^\Si 
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Houfe a detail of all the tranfac^ioris between the Board o{ 
Control) and the Court of Directors hitherto, as ftated in 
the papers on the table, in order to prove that the latter enr 
tertained no doubts of the power of the Board to fend out 
the regiments till lately. With regard to delay, which he 
conceived to be the fole end and intention of the motion, 
there wertf very important and prefiing reafons for avoiding 
farther delay, and ufmg all poffible difpatch, and thefe were 
the wellfare and interefl of the Eaft-India Company, whofc 
fhips were laying upon demurrage, at an enormous expence^ 
and who, befides, would lofe their voyage, unlefs they failed 
fpeedily, a circumftance that would occafion the lofs of the 
China trade for the prefent year, which would deprive the 
revenue of a very large receipt, and confequently materially 
efiedl tjie finances of the country. Upon thefe, and other 
political confideratioris, be ihould obje^L to the motion theii 
before the Houfe. 

Lord Lord Stormont contended that it was erroneous to fuppoiie 
^Wf"^^' that a queftion of faft had any thing to do with political con- 
fiderations. No expence, however great, ought to weigh in 
the confideration of the prefent queftion ; and the fole matter 
to be decided was, did the Declaratory bill, or did it not, con- 
tain a true expofition of the a6l of 1784. He thought that 
it did not, the doubts being, as his noble. friend had forcibly 
expreffed it, not whether it^was twilight or fuch an hour of the 
day, but whether it was mid-day or mid-night. His Lord- 
ftiip ridiculed the idea of reporting ^o political confiderations 
where the queftion was an abftra6l queftion of faft, and apr 
pealed to the Bench of Biftiops, as men ufed to abftradl reafon- 
ing, whether it was ufual with them to call in aid, political 
confiderations, and future confequences, as illuftrative of a 
pofitive faft? He afcribed the delay that had occurred, en- 
tirely to the fault of Government, and aflced why they had 
not embarked the four regiments, and referved the queftion 
of who was to pay for their maintenance and fupport for a 
future difcufEon in the Court of Law. 

Lorl Lord Sydney obfcrved that he rofe to refcue Adminiftration 

^ "^^* from the charge of having themfelves caufed delay; and he 
ftated the dates of the different tranfafbions between the 
Board of Control :ind the Court of Diredors, till the Houfe 
of Commons was moved for leave to bring in the bill, then 
upon their Lordftiips' table. With regard to fending the 
troops, the Company had refufed to take them on board their 
^ips, and it would have coft above one hundred thoufand 
pounds to have fent them tp India in tranfports. 

)Lord * Lord Carlijle contended that the noble Lord had not an- 

Carlifle. f^ered the noble Vifcount fatisfa6lorily. He obferved that 

h,e had hear^ that wine was the better for keeping, but never 

■ l^efore 
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t>efore that Jadges were otily fit to explain ancieiii ftatutes. 
He fliould h^ve thought they might have explained a modern 
ftatute. The only doubts entertained about the conftru£lioii 
(of the Adl of 1784, had been (he underftood) among the 
Minifters themfelves. He rejieated what Lbr.d Stormont had 
faid, of having fent the regiments to India, arid neferved the 
queftion for future difcuffion. 

Lord Sydney fpoke in reply, to fhew that Gdvetriment U. SWacy. 
could not fend the regiments as mentioned* 

Lord Hopttoun objedled to the putting the qtieftioti tb the Led 
Judges, becaufe he thought it unneceflary. Hbpctoun. 

Lord Loughboroughy fupporting the motion, entered intodLd.Longh- 
difcuflion concerning the nature of , Declaratory bills, obfetv- borough, 
ing, that they neceflarily ought to be attended with more 
than ordinary delay and deliberation. He faid, the cafe was 
different with an enafting law. There, if occafioti requiredj^ 
hafte and precipitation might be ufed, but not fo with decla- 
ratory laws. He had heard, that, fo far from the three 
regiments being ready for embarkation, they had not beeii 
infpe£led on the day when the bill pafted the Houffe of Com- 
mons, and they were one thoufand men deficient of their com- 
plement. 

The Lord Chancellor urged the Houfe to confider that the The Lori" 
ttufe meaning of the queftion was, not whether the bill fhouM Chancellor* 
be delayed a day or two, but whether it £hould be delayed to 
the 10th of April. He referred to a declaratory law bill, that 
had pailed as quick through the Honfe as it was wiihed that 
the prefent bill fhould pafs ; and he reminded their Lord- 
fliips that the Company*s fhips were laid in port upon demur- 
rage, at the enornlous expence of three or four hundred 
pounds a day. 

Lord Loughborough faid, the declaratory bill referred to by u. Lough* 
the noble and learned Lord, was that refpefting the 6th of borough. 
George I. relative to Ireland ; and there was, he recoUedted, 
another declaratory bill relative to America ; but both of 
them referred folely to queftions of ftate. The prefent bill 
contained in it matter of private rights, aud therefore the 
cafe was extremely diftinil and diff*erent. 

Earl Flt%w'iHiam fpoke in favour of the tllotion, and re- Harl 
minded the Houfe, that the declaratory bill relatirig to Ire- Fiuwmiam 
land had been a bill of repeal, and therefore it needed not ta 
be delayed as much as other bills ufually were ; the fa6^ ne^* 
verthelefs had been, that it was not precipitately pajQed^ but 
a day or two had occurred between each ftage of it. 

The queftion was at length put, and the Houfe divided $ 
Contents, 30; Not contents, 76. 

A motion was thea made, « That the bill be nolfr teai l* 
. *^ fecond time.** 
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Doke Tlie Duke of Norfolk then moved, by way of amendment, 

f^Norlolk. « That the bill be read a fucoiid time upon the enfuing 
« Thurfday." 

The queftioii being put, that the word " now^," ftandpart 
of the quellion, the Houfe divided ; 

Contents, 75 ; Not contents, 32. 
ord Wal- Lord iralfingham began the debate, and defended the bill 
ni;liiAm. from the objedbons that had been fuggefted againft it. He 
remarked, that he was clearly of opinion that the conftruc- 
tion put by it upon the aft of 1784, was the true conftruc- 
tion. Had Minifters introduced an enafting bill, infteadof 
a declaratory bill, it would have been an ex pojl fa^o law, 
and, by implication, would have call a cenfure on the Board 
of Control, from its inftitution to the prefent moment. No 
doubt, he declaied, had been entertained of the powers of the 
Board of Control till lately, and therefore it was highly ne- 
ceflary to clear up thofe doubts. He ftated that it was in- 
tended to do fomething for the Company's officers immedi- 
ately, but that it was a delicate matter for Government to 
manage. 
vifrount Lord Vifcount Stormont declared it impoflible for him to 
5t.>rmont. fit filent, and fiifFer a hill to pafs of a tendency lb extremely 
tlangerous to thr^ conftitution, and of a nature perfe£Hy fal- 
lacious. The \xOi not only declared that which was not 
trutli, but was repugnant to the exprefs flipulation of all 
former ilatuer, and avowed a dcdlrine, which, on the paffing 
of the original bill in 1784, the condnft of Minifters une- 
quivocally diiclaimed. That it fliould have attained a ftage 
fo advanced, was, as if a fever had obliterated every fenfe of 
its danger from the memory. The bill of Mr. Fox, pre- 
vioufly introduced to vhcir Lordiliips, had been to the world 
with the greateft indiifiry, moft malicioufly mifrcprefcnted, 
vilely, bafely, and mr^anly traduced, becaufe it openly and 
honeiUy ccnfcHed a dolign to transfer to others th.e manage- 
ment of the Company's alFairs. luimediately on the decla- 
ration of it, the nation v/r,s alarmed ; and the prelent Mi- 
niftry, by their bitter oppofition to it at the time, increaied 
to a violent degree the antipathy ot the People, and declared 
the remedy propoied was toohar/li ar.d powerful for ihedif- 
order it aimed to cure. They then offered to adminiiler 
palliatives milder, though equMlly efficacious applications; 
which prefcription the India Company were then happy to 
take, but now find that it contained all thofe deftrudivein- 
gredier.ts which fo flrongly ofFended them in Mr. Fox's bill. 
His Lord/hip defined thofe controlling and fuperintending 
powers with which Mr. Pitt's hill invells the I'oard of Con- 
trol, and dt'fic^d thofe who had.attcr.dcd mofl to tlie letf^r and 
ipirit of ihcad, to point out any cne inflaace, by which the 

L-uard 
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Board of Control could claim an originating power over tha 
revenues of the Company. The reafon why it was, on that 
point, fo explicit, was owing to a cafual omiffion in the 
bill ; but, could it for a moment be conceived, that the point 
contended was fo very important, fo materially neceflary for 
both parties to have a clear underftanding of, that it could 
not poffibly be cDnfidered in that light. He read fome ex- 
trafls from the bill of 1784, tending to evince that the Board 
of Control had not the power over the territorial revenues, 
which they fo unexpedledly, and with fo much precipitation, 
now claimed from the India Company, who were placed by 
the declaratory a6l in the fituation of a corps of Jefu its, com- 
manded by their General the Board of Control. His Lord- 
fhip fpokeof an abfurd predicament the Court muft feel them- 
(elves in by having been deluded into an opinion of their hav- 
ing a right, which the Board of Control, in fpite of them, 
pretended legally to poflefs the right of exercifmg. His 
Lordlhip, in the language of the poet, exclaimed n<m meus 
bicfermo I that the doflrine did not originate with him, but 
was now, though not formerly, declared by His Majefty's 
Minifters to be the fair conflrucSlion of the original law. 
Having taken a fliort comparative review of the principles 
of Mr. Fox and Mr. Pitt's India bills, he adverted to what 
he termed the (hameful negleifl and inattention of the naval 
department of the country, in leaving India, ever fmce the 
conclufion of the peace, fo totally barren of that proteftion 
which was fo politically eflfential for its fafety and defence, 
at the late period of alarm, when the country was threatened 
with hoftilities. Had France afted otherwife than Ihe did 
with regard to Holland, there were in India four Dutch (hips 
of the line, and fome French frigates, that might have mate- 
lially annoyed the Company's commerce, before any Britifn 
naval force could have reached the fettlements of the India 
Company. His Lordfhip, after debating on this point, pro- 
ceeded to ftate the extraordinary latitude that would be given 
to the Board of Control, if the declaratory law paffed ; that 
they would be empowered to carry into execution any fcheme 
of fortification which the Duke of Richmond, from his 
known partiality to fuch projeds, might choofe to recom- 
mend. 

The Lord Chancellor begged leave to remind the Houfe of The L<»ri 
the ftate in which the queftion before them ftood, and to ^^°" '*^*' 
fu£geft file different ways in which thofe who objefted to the 
principle of the bill, and others who wiflieJ it to beanenadl- 
ing, and not a declaratory bill, ought to vote. 

Lord Carlijlc obfervea that, notwithftanding his roble ■ T-ord 
friend's fpeech was replete with found argument, Minifters, Carhflc. 
he Taw, meant to treat it with contemptuous filence ; and 
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tiierefore he felt the neceffity of adding fome farther argu- 
ments to thofe of his noble friend. He then went into i 
comparifon of the two India billsj declaring that the bill of 
1783 was a ftrong^ manly, open meafure, that truly depid* 
ed the chaia6ter, underil^anding, and heart of its author^ 
while that of 1784 proved that the right honourable gentle^ 
man had a very different fort of underftanding and heart.— 
His Lordfhip fpoke of the checks and guards contained in tbtf 
latter claufes of the declaratory bill, obfei'vingj that thej 
were all profpeftive and not retrofpedtivej they therefole did 
not diminifli tlie patronage already poffefled by the Board of 
Control. He ridiculed the idea of a Minifler'i calling out 
for obftacles and impediments to his own meafures, and lay- 
ing, thofe fliould be confidered as his beft friends who fug^ 
gelled the moft effectual checks. Lord Carlifle declared that 
it was the ftrangeft demand upon friendfhip that he ever heard 
of. The checks offered by the Miiiifter^s friefnds were more 
likely to be filken chains, and ligatures of lighter weight than 
hard manacles ; fetters like thofe in the Beggar^s Opera, which 
fat as eafy as a glove, and were fuch as no gentleman need 
be afliamed to wear. Lord Carlifle next took notice of the 
fituation of the Company's officers, who, if this bill were 
paffed, would feel themfelves in a fituation the moft galling 
to military men, that of being degraded in the rank which 
they held in tlie fervice. It had been faid, that it was in 
contemplation to afford them relief; he hoped it was fo, 
though it was extraordinary that no fpecific mode of relief 
had yet been mentioned. 
Earl of •j'jjg EtltI of Tajd'crvilU entered into a panegyric on the 
political charafter of Mr. Fox, and next proceeded to his 
own vindication, for having voted for Mr. Pitt's bill, as he 
had till now always underftood that its objedl was only to 
control and fuperintend the government of the civil and mi- 
litary concrens of the Company. He was no friend to de- 
claratory bills in general, but he was decidedly againft the 
prefent hill, as it not only went beyond the true interpreta- 
tion of the aiSl which it profeffcd to render more explicit ; but 
it contained new enacling claufes, which ought never to be 
admitted in bills explanatory of former laws. 
}f^\ Lord Ra'-judon profeffecl himfelf to be a determined oppo- 

nent of a meafure fo hoftile to every feeling which he poflefT- 
ed, in concurring with Minillers in the aft of 1784, which 
this bill prctendwd to explain. He affured the Houfe, that 
fo far from conceiving that the act of 1784 gave any fuch 
powers to the Board of Control as it now pretended that it 
had done, he was a friend to that meafure, becaufe (as he 
conceived) it left the power in the hands of the Companji 
and gave only a fuperinteadency, and a control in certain 

C^ifiei 
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fpecified inflances to the Boai:4 of Commlflioners. So much 
For his own particular feeling as to the sl& of 1 784. He had 
fiyen his hearty negative to the afl: of 1 783, becaufe it took 
From the Company their powers, and aifumed an influence 
vvhich he thought would have been dangerous to the Confti- 
tution. He aflifted the prefent Minifters in their fuccefsfuj 
oppofition to that bill— •-he would have oppofed the prefent 
Minifters with equal hoilihty, if, fix months afterwards, 
they had introduced a bill which tended to the fame thing- 
Kow, but not before, they had introduced fuch a bill ; and 
he averred, that in truth there was no difference between the 
fyftem of 1783 and that now obtruded on the Houfe, except 
in the manlinefs of the proceeding. The one bill did that 
with opennefs and publicity, which this ft ruggled for obliquely 
and under cover. He was, therefore, a determined eneniy 
to the meafure, and he muft fay, at the fame time, as an of- 
ficer, that the condu6l with refpeft to the Indian army, and 
to the corps now going out, was unjuftifiable. He trufterl, 
that whatever might be the iffue of the prefent difpute (the 
[flue of which, however, was too palpable) pains would be 
taken to reconcile the army, and to prevent the jealoufies 
that muft take place if the arrangement was not changed. 

The Duke of Richmond faid, that he, like a noble Vif- puke of 
count, who fpoke early in the debate, was peculiarly circum- ^^^'^^^'^^t 
ftanced on the prefent occafion, fince he hacf never yet been 
pleafed with any of the bills for the government of India that 
bad yet been brought into Parliament. He was difpleafed 
with all the fchemes that had been fuggefted, becaufe he was 
ever of opinion that the management of the affairs of India 
was in the beft hands, when it refted with the Company 
themfelves. He had oppofed the bill in 1785, becaufe it 
completely and inftantaneoufly violated the charter of the 
Company, and yefted the immenfe power arifing from India 
in the hands of a fet of gentlemen appointed by Parliament, 
but npt refponfible, that he could find, either to Parliament 
or the Crown. He oppofed the bill in 1784, becaufe it gave 
the power to another fet of men appointed by the Crown, 
and which accordingly gave to the Cjown an enormous ad- 
dition of power. That the bill of 1 784 did give to the Board 
of Control complete authority, he was always of opinion-— 
be oppofed it becaufe it did fo — but being of that opinion, he 
muft juftify the prefent bilj, which, in his mind, was a true 
lleclaration of the fa£l. 

He could not plead the argument of fome noble Lords for 
changing the ground they had taken in the year 1784; but 
ponndering this a fecond part, or a confirmation of the aft 
of 1784, he muft perfevere in oppofing that whiclt he had 
priginaliy thought wrong. Sut when it was argued that this 
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bill was equal in point of violence to that which was gene- 
rally called by the name of an honourable gentleman, hit 
near relation, but whofe nanne on that, or upon any nieafure^ 
he would never ufe, it was certainly wrong. It would be 
equally true to fay that the part was equal to the whole, and 
the attempt of that fide to convince the Company that the 
bills were equal, was ridiculous. The bill of 1784 was de- 
clared to be neceffary, on account of the enormous abufes 
committed by the Diredlors, and under this fpecfious pretext 
^ much obloquy was, in his mind, unjuftly thrown upon them. 
But what was now the conducl: of that party ? They went to 
the Directors, and faid, " Gentlemen, we have proved that 
** you have notoriouily ahult-cl your truft — we have treaieJ 
<< you with the utmolt dirrefneil, and have endeavoured to 
" take from you every thing that yon poffefled ; but we have 
^' failed, and now there are otiier perl'ons nibbling at you— y 
" they certainly will undo you, »f you do not throw your- 
♦* felves upon us for protedVion." Such, he imagined, was 
the fort of fpeech which perfo.is of that kind mult make in 
jddieillng the Company on the prefent meafcre; and a noble 
Vifcount, who was fond of fpeeches, and who, in Ipcaking, 
chofe to turn and direft himfelf to the bar, particularly when 
he talked about fortification, might indulge himfelf, if he 
pleafed, in fpeeches of this fort. But he confefTed, for his 
own part, he faw the pjrijcfent bill in a much lefs formidable 
light than the bill of 1783. Patronage was certainly infepa- 
rabie from power ; but when he faw fuch pains taken to 
guard the patronage, and to tie Miniflers down againft the 
improper ufe of it — when he faw that it was not to beufed 
otherwife than for the ufe wliich it ought always to be ufeil 
for — the good of the fervice, he could not view tlie mv.Mfure 
with the famejealoufy with which he looked on the other 
and he could not, notwith (landing the ridicule of a noble 
Earl, think lightly of the checks which the Miniller had im- 
pofed on his own conduft. 
Lord Lord Stormont retorted on the Duke of Richmond, who 

^tormon . ^,^^^ he faid, the Matter General of Order as well as of Ord- 
nance, but who, with all his knowledge, had been miftakeni 
fince his condufl: had not been diforderly. His Lordfliip re- 
fumed that part of his argument refpe61ing the negle£l of the 
defence of the Eafl: Indies by fea, and declared that fir.ce Sir 
Edward Hughes left that quarter of the glol^e, we had not 
had any fhips of war there, fo that if an enemy thought 
proper, all the trade of India might be captured as it came 
out of the mouth of the Ganges. 
Lord Lord Hozve anfwered that the proteftion of the diftant fet- 

Howc. tlements muft be attended to in the diflribution of our force, 
in proportion to their importance and the danger of an at- 
tack. 
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tack. The Weft-India iflands con fe<iuently claimed a j^rrfe- 
rence. With regard to the Eaft Indies, it any noble Lord 
'would make a charge againft him on that fcore, he would 
meet it fairly, fmce he well knew he was refponfible, and 
deeply refponlible, for fuch a diftribution of our naval force 
as fhould cover all our valuable pofTef&ons. 

Lord Sandwich faid, that the noble Vifcount's anfwer had Lord 
not gone far enough. That it was no anfwer at all to fay the Sandwich. 
Weft-India iflands claimed a preference. Surely we had fliips 
enow, to fpare fome for India. This matter ought always 
to be attended to. It was of very great importance, as the 
country powers judged of our ftrength by our naval force; 
and he had often fpoken of the negledl in private, and was » 
glad to have an opportunity of taking notice of it in public, 
becaufe he was perfu<ided it ought to be attended to. 

Lord Howe rofe again, and defended his condwS):, chal- ^^- H<*w^ 
lenging any noble Lord to bring a fpecific queftion upon the 
fubjefl forward in that Houfe, declaring he was ready to meet 
it, and that he had the noble Earfs own ailthority for bis 
condudl. 

The Marquis of Lanfdown^ clofing the debate, faid that. The 
independent of the queftions refpediing the juftice of the ac- Jan'raowa.^ 
quifltions in India towards the natives, and the rights of 
the Company, left undecided by fevcn adls of Parliament, 
but now virtually and haftily divided by the prefent bill, va- 
rious fundamental queftions occurred : As, firft, touching 
the real advantage of the pofleifions; fecondly, how they 
vere to be adminiftered ; thirdly, the J ike refpedling the 
commerce ; and fourthly, how our own conftitution might 
iiand aiFeAed. When he was Secretary of State, in 1767 
and 1768, thefe fubj^fts were much difcufled, but were 
deemed »oo important for perfons of that time to decide. Mr. 
Fox's bill in 1783 certainly contained matter which requircxi 
its being fent to a Committee; and Mr. Pitt's bill in 1784 
was fuppofed wifely to wave the queftion, on account of the 
heats of the time. In 1767, there was no propofal which 
did not go to indemnify and reward the Company, and place 
it as a feparate body between this country and foreigners, 
both on commercial and political accounts. 

At the prefent moment, his Lordfliip faid, his ajlunijh" 
mmt was excited on various accounts. 

He was ojionijhed to find a decifiou now haftily gone into 
by thofe not diftinguiflied by their experience, however they 
might be in other refpedts. It was the firft duty of a Mini- 
fter to look to the profperity and happinefs of Indian nations ; 
next, to the territories and pofleflions, and their protection 
againft European and country powers ; thirdly, to the dif- 
charge of the debts due to thofe who had enabled us to fup* 
VouXXIV. Rr ^^^X 
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port theftruggle; and then, and not before, to the inveft- 
ments. Thus the old proverb becomes now inverted, and, 
inftead of being juft before we become generous, we arefirfl 
generous; fecondly, political; thirdly, juft ; and laftiy, 
commercial. 

His Lordfhip faid, he was qflcmfhed xhtmorc^ as we might 
now proceed on fafts and experience, and not as in 1767, 
upon fpeculation only. Accounts might be produced to fliew 
at what the Indian balances have balanced ; the account of 
the laft eight years, for example, proving five hundred thou- 
fand pounds paid by the commerce to fupport tlie territoriei, 
over and above their produce. If any abufes exifted, it 
fhould be fhewn whether they were in the commercial part 
of the management ; and whether or not they are now re- 
medied, or will be fo, by political management. 

He was farther and ftill more aftonijhed to find it infifW 
upon, that the principles of the prefent bill were contained 
in that of 1784. This was to be refuted in various wavs.— 
Firft, upon negative grounds ; for example, the Lords did 
rot commit the bill of 1783, becaufe it was inexpedient in 
its principle; and yet the bill of 1784 was now maintained, 
as holding one and the fame principle. The particulars of 
the two bill? were in favour of that of 1783, which propofed 
parliamentary Commiflioners for four years. It would now 
be expired ; though had it been longer, even life employments 
were conftitutional. As to the Crown's not appointing, or 
removing the CommiflGoners at pleafure, this was not a fe- 
rious obje61:icn to thofe who iiad complained fo lately and fa 
loudly, and it might be added, fojuftly, againft influence; 
fince after fifteen years onporition, and an unfuccefsful war, 
the Public had only feen the Board of CTreen Cloth removed. 
If the power now propofed fiiould once be given, what time 
and exertion then would not be called for to recover it ? If 
it was capable of eredling a fourth cflatc, and overturning 
the conftitution in fourth haiids; how much more capable 
of mifchief, if united in cne of the three eftates, and that the 
Crown, there being eleven millions fterling per annum to 
adminifter, including the difpofition of the landed ellates in 
India ? The two bills difTered in another refpc61:, as to com- 
merce; which was again in favour of the lirft, provided it 
was intended to increaU^ our exports; for the commerce of 
the Company certainly required infpec^ion, as their exports 
might be increafed, which are now only one quarter of their 
tonnage ; that we might not only have the prefent feven 
th ^n^'p'ul toi -> cmr-'oyed in fliipping, hue two thirds of the 
fifteen thoufand employed by foreigners. A comparifon of 
thet'Ao bills, however, though natural and reafonable to a 
certain degree, was not the parliamentary llandard, but truth, 

juftice, 
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juftice> and found policy ; and as there was no infallibility 
pretended to in the bdl of experiment, it was right to look 
to the experience we had obtained fince 1783. His Lordftiip 
then proceeded to ftate, as negative proof, the records of the 
Company; which fhewed, that a claufe, tantamount to the 
prefent bill, had been ftruck out on their reprefentation ; as 
alfo the evidence of Mr. Pulteney, a lawyer, a man of pro- 
perty) a Member of Parhament, and a witnefs, as might be 
£een in his pamphlet, written at the time. J t was tlie natural 
artifice of office to invent pretexts, and to aiTign u meaning 
to words, wliich did not originally belong to them ; but; it 
was too Machiavelian a^ policy for him to impute, that tlie 
words were originally intended as a lurking coyei to thepower 
now pretendrd to be founded upon the«n# And that tlie 
words did not bear the affumed conftruflion, was clear; for 
the word revenve^ as Mr. Mansfield's opinion itated, could 
never b^ve been omitted (as Mr. Scott's opinion intimated) 
by 2ijlip* 

His Lordfhtp now went upon a pofitive line of argument 
agaiirft the principle of both bills. As to th;jt before the 
Houfe, heftated, that its profefled obje£t was a grofsahufe 
of power* The bill had a bad military principle ; lor our pre- 
fent policy of having many officers and few men, was exploded 
through Europe; being calculated only for patronage. Even 
the Prince of Orange exploded it, as a peace eltabliflbment; 
and it was doubly culpable in India, where a war eftablifh- 
mentis profelTed; and it was doubly dilhoneft to filch patro- 
nage from the Company, at the Company's expence. The 
bill was bad alfo on ceconomical principles, as had been clearly 
proved by a variety of calculations. It was alfo unjujiy re- 
ipeAing the Company's military officers, and the mofl: 
alarming confequences were to be apprehended from it. 

His Lordfhip next cenfured the bill, as covering principles 
minous in point of policy and con/lit ut ion. For example, it 
' committed Government in the eyes of all Europe, and rifqued 
the Company's trade and creditors, and brought to mind Mo 
Pulteney's expreffions refpefting Mr. Fox's bill, " That it 
" would involve the perfonal intereft, or rather the pcrfonal 
" power, of a formidable ariftocracy in this kingdom, in the 
" pxefervation of our Indian territories, at all hazards; 
" which might be attended with the mofl ferious confequen- 
** ces, and expofe this country, not only to certain hank- 
" ruptcy, but to the being left, at a critical moment, almoft 
*' defencelcfs and open to invafion." How much ftronger 
was this reafoning, when applied to the Crown ! In cafe of 
neceffity alfo, the Company could now no longer cede poflef- 
fions, without inclqding difhonour to the Crown or Nation. 
The bill gave like wife the whole power to the Crown ; the 

R r 2 c\"»Q^s* 
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claufes being no check, and only rendering corruption more 
neceiTary, and impeding execution, by producing confiifion 
and diffidence. The Board of Control would obtain the in- 
fluence through the agency of the Court of Diredors, and 
of the perfons in office abroad. What was called the ^erelli 
jlllemande would foon be repeated ; for when the German 
Princes, who were empowered to levy troops, but not to 
levy taxes, wanted money, they began by raifing troops 
and the taxes followed. So in the precedency, lately cftab- 
liihed in the excife and cuftoms, in favour of a Comroiffioner 
at each Board, it was not to be fuppofed that Treafury re- 
commendations of individuals would l)e refufed, by the Com- 
miffioner faying, that the places in thofe departments were 
only to be given in the way that (hould preferve the balance 
of the conftitution. In fhort, notoriety of a power exifting 
any where, was the beft check to its exercife. Parliament 
could be no check, for Parliament would itfelf be contndkd 
by it; befides. Parliament w<'is incompetent; it was a deity 
with two afpedls, carrying a cornucopia and bleffings tons 
at home, and a Medufa's head to all our dependencies. There 
•were various examples of this; Canada was one; aftill 
greater was America. His Lordfhip faid, many books would 
be written about the caufes of the American war ; but he was 
old enough to remember, that it was the Crown's policy to 
keep out of Parliament's hands, till it became unable to cqpe 
with the fpirit of liberty the Colonifts carried out with them. 
Then came the unfortunate invention of a participation with 
Parliament, which changed its own nature, and, by aSinj 
v.pon monarchial and not democratic, upon executive and not 
jagiflative principles, loft her great power as a check. But 
hippily, for the conftitution at leaft, we loft America, as 
Parliament could not have adminiftered it, and it muft have 
deftroycd all balance in the conftitution. India was precifely 
in tlie fituation America would have been in, had ftie been 
brour^ht to unconditional fubmiffion ; and the futility of pai> 
liamentary checks could not, in the nature of things, be fo 
clearly expoi'ed, as by what pafled, when the papers were 
refufed, rclpe^ting the debts of the Nabob of Arcot, where 
the Conip=iny was deprived of 130,0001. per annum by the 
.Hoaid of Contrc)!, and refpecling the tribute of the Rajah of 
7 anjore, vvliere it was deprived, contrary to promife, of 
I ?.o,CGol. p» r annum. In the former cafe, there was a grofs 
v^olati^n ofths :57th fedion of 24th George III. and a col- 
.(liilve ftru^^c^lc countenanced between debtor and creditor, to 
ihe Ccmpany's detriment. The very allegation that Parlia- 
ment was blameJei's of certain things in India, becaufe it 
could not know them, fl-ewed how unfit flie was to aft an 
f.xreufu'^ part ; n.nd after /iie had acled, fbe was certainlv un- 
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fit to fit in judgement. Parliament was only to be^referved 
to aS jtidicially. There was a farther obje£lion to be drawn 
from confidering to whom the power was given. It was 
^ving flieep to the lion ; to candidates for political power, 
who had got up three fourths of the ladder, and only wanted 
this to get over the other fourth. Lord Clive had faid, flefli 
and blood could not withiland temptation in India; but 
could it do fo any where? and was not power ftill more diffi- 
cult to withftand than money ? As to the commerce of the 
Company, it muft be deftroyed, as being made fubordinate 
to what refpeded the natives, to a war eftablifhment, and 
to political management. 

His Lordfhip, in the courfe of his fpeech, obferved, that 
it was held abfurd to fuppofe that the bill of 1784 did not 
bear the conftruflion in queftion, as without this conftruc- 
tion, India would be without a fyftem. But this was beg- 
ging the queftion, that the fyftem was a proper or a complete 
one ; befides, moft things were jobbed or pieced up, and this 
aft was notorioufly fo, to content parties. But was a nega- 
tive in the Board of Control no power ? Had the King no 
power ? the Privy Council, under Poyning's law, in Ireland, 
no power ? the Judges no power over private bills ? Was not 
a n^ativc an important piece in the whole game of Govern- 
ment ? It might be Ihewn a moft powerful principle^ and 
adapted to produce the greateft good. 

It was faid too, what would become of India, fliould the 
Company not exert itfelf ? He would alk, what would be- 
come of England, ihould Parliament fall afleep ? It was 
clear, this argument would go to give the King all power. 

It was alledged, that thefe things could never be tried in 
Weftminfter Hall ; it was too gneat a queftion : but did this 
go to prove that it fliould be carried through the Houfe, with- 
out any forms of law, or the eflential Ones of juftice; fuch 
as hearing of grievances on one fide, and the Board of Con- 
trol on the other; and feeing the papers he had alluded to, 
which fhould not be taken on any private teftimony, efper 
ciaily as there was no need of any hurry ? Let a fliort bill 
be pailed to fend the four regiments, if wanted; give the of- 
ficers rank, to prevent bad confequences ; and let all meet in 
good humour to difcufs the great queftion. One party might 
be very well content with the bill of 1784, which had given 
them four years government of the country, which they had 
little right to exped ; and (if they did not filch patronage, 
invade rights, and figure in gencrofity, at the expence of 
others) they were welcome, for him, to twenty-four. On 
the other hand, the party of 1783 might be content; and 
confidering all, perhaps they fcarcely expected to fee them- 
tblves white- wafhed as they were. It was ferioufly the in- 
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ter^ft of all within and without our doors, to reconcile, if 
poffible, the moft difficult problem that ever occurred in the 
hifiory of any country; namely how two fuch i Hands ai 
Great Britain and Ireland fliould keep the Mogul empire de- 
pendent ; and what was ftill more difficult, as well as more 
important, do this without ruin to itlelf, and without de- 
ftroying our nicely-balanced and happy coniiitution; and it 
well merited immediate, but cool, deliberation^ free from al- 
Julion, and open to every information. 

Tuefiay, 18/A March. 

The order of the day for the Houfe to refolve itfelf into a 
Committee of the whole Houfe on " the bill for refolving 
'* any doubt refpedling tlie power of the controlling for tli 
** affairs of India," having been moved and read, Lord Ched- 
worth took his feat at the table, and the ufual queftion hav- 
ing been put, ^^ that the coniideration of the preamble be now 
*' poftponed,'' 
^**i![f- Loid Loughborough rifing exprefled his opinion, that their 
foueh." Lordfliips could not, with any fort of propriety, poftpone 
the confideration of the preamble to a declaratory bill, be- 
caufe it was in the nature of the pieamble of a bill of that de- 
fori pt ion to contain the bafis of the whole of the fubfequent 
claufes of the bill, and to propofe that queftion which the 
firft enafting claufe refolved if the preamble were unfounded^ 
the whole of the bill muft of courfe be erroneous and irrela- 
tive ; it was therefore indifpenfably neceflary that the pream* 
ble to a declaratory bill IhoulJ be firft confidered, adjufted, 
and determined, before th« Committee proceeded to confider 
theenafting claufes. 
Lord 1 he Lord Chancel/or obferved that he had ever underftood 

:hanccIlor. it to be the practice of the Houfe to poftpone the confidera- 
tion of the preamble of bills of every delcription, till after 
they had difcuffed the ena6ling claufes, in order that the pre- 
amble might then be rendered fuch as would heft lead to the 
claufes, and explain the general principle of the bill; but if, 
on the prefent occafion, the noble and learned Lord wi{hedto 
confider the preamble preliminarily, he had no manner of ob- 
jection to go into that confideration firft. 

This matter being adjufted, the preamble was read at the 
table, Vifter vfh\ch hord Loughlforor/gh remarked that if their 
Lcrdihips would take the tronbls to examine the preamble, 
they would find that an egregious inaccuracy had occurred. 
After the words, " in the manner in the faid aft direfled,'* 
the words, " And whereas the Court of Diredlors of the faid 
•* Company is required by the faid aft to pay due obedience 
** to, and to be governed and bound by, fuch orders and di- 
*^ xeftions aa the faid Court ftiall from time to time receive 

« froai 
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•f from the faid Board touching the civil or military govern- 
" ment and revenues of the faid pofleffions," were copied 
from the clofe of fedlion eleven of the bill of the 24th of the 
King, the whole of which feflion related merely to the means 
provided " to the intent that the faid Board may be duly in- 
•^ formed of all tranfadlions of the faid Company, in refpedk 
^ to the management of their concerns in the Eaft Indies,*' by 
giving them accefs to all papers and muniments of the Com- 
pany, and requiring and direfting that the Court of Direc- 
tors Ihall deliver to the Board copies of all minutes, orders^ 
&c. Lord Loughborough reafoned upon this claufe, and 
urged the abfolute neceffity of an alteration and amendment 
in the preamble of the bill, to leconcile it to fenfeand reafon. 
He concluded with declaring, that if no other Peer would 
move an amendment, he would propofe to infert the whole of 
^he eleventh fe61ion of the 24th of George III, in the pream- 
ble, which would neceffarily prove rather a prolix amendment. 
/ The Lord Chancellor declared that he could not avoid un- The Lord 
ierftanding both the preamble to the bill, and the words which Chancdlot 
it adopted out of the 24th of the prefent King, very diffe- 
reatty from the noble and learned Lord. He ftated what he 
benceived to have been the origin and objedl of the inftitution 
of the Board of Control, the powers with which it was veiled 
in 1784, and the extent of thofe powers, as recognized and 
declared by the prefent bill. With regard to the words adopt- 
ed in the preamble of the bill then before the Committee, 
from the eleventh feftion of the aft of 1784V thofe words ap- 
peared to him very clearly to give the powers that the pre- 
fent bill declared the Board to poflefs. He Ihould therefore 
wifti the preamble to fland as it did, without alteration or 
amendment. 

Lord Loughborough anfwered that the noble and learned Lord 
Lord had gone more at large than was neceffary, and confi- Loueijb)»» 
derably farther than he would pretend to follow him, becaufe ^**"^ 
as helnould think it his duty, in another ftage of thebill, togo 
more at length into a difcuffion of the whole fubjeft, he did 
not wi(h to trefpafs long upon the patience of the Commit- 
tee, The noble and learned Lord, he obferved, had put a 
very different conftruftion upon the hill, to that which he 
conceived to belong to it ; but he was willing to take it in 
that point of view. Even then, he faid, the preamble would 
be imperfeft, and therefore he fhould advife the adopting a 
few explanatory words, declaring that doubts had been enter- 
tained of the Board of Control's being empowered to origi- 
nate difpatches. 

The Lord Chancellor flill objefted, aflSgning reafons to xhetorl 
prove that as the preamble ran, it was clear and explicit, and ChjuiccUor. 
that ic ftood in need of no amendment. 
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Lord Lord Tortchejier argued from the eleventh, twelfth, and 

Fortchcfler. thirteenth claufes of the ad of 1 784, to fupport his aflertion, 
that the firft amendment fuggefted by Lord I^oughborough, 
viz. that of inferting the whole of the eleventh fe£Uon of 
the 24th of the King, in the preamble of the prefent bill, 
was indifpenfably neceflary. He contended that the part or 
clofeof the eleventh fedtion of the aft of 1784, adopted in 
the preamble, had a preamble of its own, in the a£l from 
whence it was copied, and that its true meaning and import 
were fallified by being feparated from its preamble and con- 
text. He infilled that the Board of Control had no power of 
originating difpatches or orders of any kind whatfoever, bat 
under the thirteenth feftion of the bill of 1784, which gave 
them a power to prepare and fend any orders or inftruftions 
to any of the Eaft-India governments or preiidencies^ when- 
ever the Court of DireSors fhould negleft to tranfmit to the 
laid Board their intended difpatches, on any fubjedV, wxthia 
fourteen days fuhlequent to any requifition, 
_Lord Lord //<2W/^£/X//rv combating this idea, fupported his doc- 

kuiy." trine by a reference to the various claufes of the bill of 1784, 
and faid, that the fourteenth claufe, in his mind, put the 
matter btjyond all queftion. That claufe gave the Court of 
Diieclorsaright to apply by petition to His Majefty in Coun- 
cil, whenever the Board (nould fend any orders or inftruc- 
tions to the Court of Direftors, which, in the opinion of the 
latter, Ihould relate to points not connefted with the civil 
or military government and revenues of the faid territories 
and poflellioiis in India. It was clear therefore, lince an im- 
puted interference in the commercial concerns of the Com- 
pany was the fingle defcription of cafe in which an appeal to 
His Majeity in Council was given the Court of Direftors 
that the Board of Control was reftrained in no other. When 
it was coniidered that the Board of Commiffioners had been 
inflituted for the exprefs purpofe of fuperin tendance and con- 
trol over the affairs of fuch magnitude as the whole civil and 
military government of India, and the management of its re* 
venues, it furely did not appear confjftent with the dignity 
of a Board of that elevated nature, to be deprived of the inoft 
efFecSlual means of control, and to be fuppofed not to have the. 
power of fending out difpatches themfelves, whenever the 
Court of Diredors ihould negleS to fubmit necefiary dif- 
patches to their infpedlion, amendment and approbation. 
Ld. Lough- Lord Lougboroughy on the contrary, infilled, that it was a 
bj;ough.^ Angular mode of laying down a rule of conftruftion in the 
expofition of an a6l of p.4rliament, to plead the dignity of the 
Commiflioiiers, and to contend, that on the ground of dig- 
nity they muft have a right to order the Direftors to do as 
the/ pleafed. In ib abfiird a cafe a Commiffioner might thus 
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•jdrefs himfelf to the DiieSors : «*Bymy dignity I orc?er 
** you to fend fuch and fuch difpatches,'' juft as it had been 
faid elfewhere, quia leofum^ which was in faft the true cha- 
rafter of the declaratory bill. In order to (hew,^ tjiat the a6l 
of 1784, as it had paffed, did not give any power o^ origi- 
nating difpatches, but under the reftriftions ftated in claul'e 
tjiirteen, Lord Loughborough produced a written paper, and 
a copy of the brll of 1784, as it flood before it went to the 
Committee, He ftated, that it had been fubmitted to the Court 
of Diredors for their approbation, according to the prevail- 
ing principles of thofe times. The bill then contained a claufe, 
expreffly empowering the Board to originate difpatches when- 
cv: ■ they thought proper. At this the Diredlors took an alarm, 
and confidering it as a total aflumption of their rights, con- 
tefted againft it; the claufe was in confequence given up, and 
" Omitted in the Committee. In conclufion he declared that, 
fince the fhort amendment would not be received, he would 
ftiove the long amendment, which went to the infertion of 
the whole eleventh claufe of the bill of 1784 in the pre- 
amble. 

The Lord Chancellor obferved that he had prepared an ar- Lord 
gument againft the queftion as he underftood it to ftand, but Chancdlor, 
it was now changed to another queftif n. Be it fo. He would 
meet it on its own ground. The Chancellor then argued the 
preamble as .it ftood, and entered into a defence of Lord 
Hawkefljury from the fort of attack which had been made up- 
on him. It might, he faid, fuit the purpofe of other noble 
peers to advert to ridicule, for the purpofe of decorating their 
obfervations; yet, as for himfelf, he wifhed only to convey 
a plain meaning in plain words. His near friend had not 
tiled the word dignity in the fenfe in which it had. been at- 
tempted to be faftened upon him ; he had wM talked of the 
Commiffioners with a view to the perfonal pride of the Board, 
as a m'tre fliadow, but with reference to the importance of 
the inftitution, and the magnitude of the obje6ls fubmitted 
to their management and control. The bill, he contended, 
clearly gave them the powers of management, the words of 
their oath fhewed their fuperior fenfe of the fuperintendence 
and control in which they were to a6V, and throughout every 
claufe almoft they were given powers, that proved what was 
expe£led at their hands, and which they could not pofllbly ef- 
fect without having thofe powers which the declaratory bill 
ftated to have been given to them. With regard to the origi- 
nating claufe which had been faid to have been omitted, what 
better way was there to prevent the adoption of all that grofs 
tautology that frequently efcaped in the drawing of a bill, 
than to omit a claufe, the end of which was anfwered by 
aoothei; claufe. 

Vojt. XXIY. S s V^^^ 
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Lord Lord Siorm&ntj upon the authority of what he termed vagoe 
Stonnont. report, quoted obfervations in another place and fiated, that 
a learned Gentleman had endeavoured to confine the argu- 
ment on a narrow ground, but that another Gentleman, high 
in rank and Ilation, but ilill more diftinguifhed by his talents, 
had (lood up direftly, and faid, *< No, let not the argnment 
<' be fo narrowed; for all who think that the prefent is doc 
M a faithful explanation of thcbill of 1784, this is their place 
*• to make their (land, they cannot vote for it.** This (Lord 
Stonnent added,) was open, manly condu£bed; but it was 
different ground from that which was made the ground of 
defence of the bill in that Houfe. 
The Lord The Lord Chancellor urged the impropriety of fuch refer- 
chanocUor. g„^gg to what had pafftd elfe where, declaring, that if the 
parties quoted had an opportunity of anfwering, in all pro- 
bability they would deny, that the report of what they had 
faid was even nearly accurate in terms. 

At length, after farther converfation, the queflion was put> 
and the Committee divided, 

Contents 24, Not Contents 45. 
The Committee then proceeded with the enafling claafiety 
and Lord Radnor moved to leave out the words ** and dc- 
♦* clared;" dating that he had voted for the. former bill, bpt 
did not, at the time, conceive it contained any fuch powers 
as the prefent bill declared it did; therefore he could not vote 
for the words " and declared,'* nor could more than one noble 
Lord, in his opinion, vote for them. 

The queftion being put, the Committee devided. 
Contents (that the words ftand part of the bill) - 25 
Not Contents - ----- 46 

The words European forcesj in the fecond enafling ctaufe, 
were combated by Larl Fitzwilliam, Earl Stanhope, Lord 
Vifcount Stormont, Lord Loughborough, and Lord Port- 
chefter, on the ground that it might be fuppofed to convey a 
power of enabling the Board of Control to keep any num- 
ber of fubfidiary troops in India, without the confent of 
Parliament; the Hanoverian regiments were like wife drawn 
into the converfation, as they had been before in the other 
Houfe of Parliament. 

Lord Walfigham, Lord Hawkefbury and Lord Sydney gave 
the neceflary information that the Hanoverian regiments, 
were contradled for by the Company under a treaty with 
His Majefty, in his capacity as Eleftor of Hanover, and had 
no reference to the Britilli Army, 
^'•aii Earl Fitzwilliam moved to change the words " European 

liuNv.iiiam,, f^j.^^j^,» ^^ '' Brltl/h forces:' The amendment was nega- 
tived without a divifion. 

Each 
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Each claufe challenged more or lefs converfation and re- 
mark, and after they had been gone through; and 

Lord Loughborough propofed the fame additional claufe ^^* ^"JJ2^' 
that had been propoled by way of Kider after tlie third read- °*"°"o^* 
ing by Mr. Sheridan, 

The claufe was fupported by Lord Stanhope and Lord 
Fitzwilliam, and oppofed by Lord Waifingham, Lord Sydney, 
the Earl of Covcntiy, and the Lord Chancellor. 

At length it was withdrawn by Lord Loughborough, who 
faid, he would move it after the third reading, by way of 
Kider. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednefday^ igih of March. 

Vifcount Stormont, now rifing, faid that, as he perceived a Lord 
noble Secretary of Stute (the Marquis of Carmarthtn) in his Stormom* 

Slace, be would take that opportunity, before the important 
bbate of the day came on, of putting a queflion to him, on 
a AihjeA of great confequence, and which was, in is mind» 
highly nect^ffary to beanfwered previous to their adjournment 
fcr the recefs. Their Lord fliips would recolledi, that, early 
in the feffionv when the Aeps taken by Government on ac* 
count of the alarming Aate of affairs in Europe had been under 
difcuffion, and Miniilers had acquired much praifeand popu- 
larity for their meafures, he had alluded to the armament of 
the court of Spain, (the other branch of the Houfe of Bourbon) 
He had heard that iince matters had taken a fa\x)urable turn, 
and the profpedt of permanent peace had been brought in view, 
Spain had ftill continued to arm; thequeftion he begged to put 
therefore to the noble Secretary of State was this, was Spain at 
that moment completely difanned? 

Lord OJborTU (Marquis of Carmarthen) obferved that he Lord 
knew not whether he fhould he able to give fuch an anfwer O(born€« 
10 the queftion, as might prove perfe£^ly fatisfa£lory to tlie 
noble V ifcount, but, he would informed him, that the fulled 
^flurances had been recently received from the court of Madrid^ 
that file had not armed with any the mol^ diftant intention of 
difturbing the tranquillity of Europe, and that there was not 
the fmallell reafon lor thi$ country to dread any danger what- 
ever on the occafion. 

Ix>rd Sto/^moKt contended that it was impolitic and danger- Lor4 
eus for Great Britian to remain at eaf? upon the fubjeft, after Sswmour 
liaving completely difarmed in confequcnce of the agreement 
fcetween Great Britian and France to difarm, while a branch 
■)f the Houfe of Bourbon, under the immediate influence of 
France, was arming, and had been orming for fome time paft, 
ASinifters (he declared) ought not to fuftcr fucha circumftance, 
B^lUch lefs to reft fecure upon the alFurances of friendly in- 
tentions on the part of the court arming. He had !icen bred 

S $ z vx 
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in other principles, and he had accidentally had the good for- 
tune to he the inrtrument of fuccefs in confequence of purfuing 
a different line of condudt fome years fince. When he faid, 
he hid been the inftriv.nenr, he meant not to affume the merit 
to himfelf; he claimed none hut that which arofe from (he 
ait.nticn that he had paid 10 the inftruSions fent him, and 
which were the inflruftionsof a wife and politic cabinet. To 
that wifdom and that policy, added to the exertions of a nohle 
friend, at that time at the head o! the Admiralty, axertions which 
did that noble Earl the higheft honour, as they were, perhaps, 
unequalled in the aimalsofany period, the fuccefs of thecon- 
du6t purfued was wholly afcnbeable. To the profeffions of 
the court of Madrid, he was ready to impute as oiuch fincfri- 
ty as to the profeffions of any court of Europe, but he 
really b.lieved, and knew from experience, that no court what- 
ever was to he relied upon too rmplicitly. At the period to 
which he had alluded, no profeflion could "have been more' 
friendly, noafilirances more amicable, no language more civil 
and flattering, than that which was then holden. But, 
the Miniltcrs of that day were too wife and too vigilant to be 
d-'luded by profeffions jlone. They faw caufe to arm and pre- 
pare, and by ailing upon that caufe, with fpirit and energy, 
tlifv prolonged peace, and rendered a rupture unneceffarj. 
Vvhilshe was abroad, afliiig in the capacity of Ambaflador 
and Minifter, there had been feveral different Secretaries of 
State; and he muil do them all the juftice to fay, that every 
one of their difpntches was grounded upon the fame principles 
of policy to which he had alluded. Minifters ought now 
to 3(3 in i\>^ like imnner, hecaufe the poffible confequences 
inif^ht he higlil y prejudicial to this country. France had late- 
ly fent out two line of battle (hips to the Weft Indies, con- 
t.Mvy to ill;? J I at ion; two more {hips of the line were tioir 
going to the WVll Indies. Indeed, it was faid, the objed cf 
rlie two lull was to recall and fend home the two former, Hut 
when they fliouUl arrive in the Weft fndifs, there would at 
»hai time be fcM:r 1 rencTt line of battle Ihips in thofe fcas, 
where we h.td no line of bqpttle fliip to oppofe them in cafe of 
.iny thing hollile on the pait of France. It was alfo well 
I nown that France was prcj)aring to fend fix fhipsof the line 
TO parade in the Meditt-rranean; thofe fliips might there be 
j.^inod by the vJiole fleet of Spain, and we had not at the time 
r. fingie nriTi of war ready for fea. Satisra<5tion ought to be 
,':i\en to t!i:it H'^nfe and to the PuhW : rcfpefting them; but if 
Flis Muielty s Minilicrs were of opiiiion that any ill confe- 
ijatnces cojI.1 arifefrom their givinjr an explicit anfwer upott 
the fubjeft, he woul^l be the lart nian to prcfs for fuch an 
a'.ihver; he h.:;:l cvfry reafon to believe, however, that no ill 
ccnfe/urncc co.-Ulpoffibly arife. 

The 
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The order of the day for the third reading of the Declara* 
tory bill having been read, and the qneAion put, ^^ that this 
•* bill do pafs," 

The Earl of i?i^ffa«« faid, he had not been in Parliament Eari< 
when the bill of 1783 was in agitation, he therefore could more Hopctoi 
freely give his opinion of that of 1784. That the Board of 
Control had been uniformly of opinion, that they had the. 
powers over the revenues of the territorial pofleffions in India, 
which the bill now declared them to have, was evident from 
one of their firft adls in April 1785, whithin a few months of 
their inftitution having taken placo. His Lord/hip here read 
the minute of their proceedings in fending out orders to Cal- 
cutta, that while there was a rupee in the Company's treafury 
t^iere, the foldier muft be paid, and that the difchaige of tlie 
pay of the army muft precede all other con fi derations. He 
reafoned upon this faft, and after ftating that he fpoke in 
that fort of character, which, in the other Houfe, w:fs termed 
a country gentleman, adduced other arguments, in fuppoFt 
of his decided opinion that the Board always had, and ought to 
have, a power over the revenues of India. He therefore faid 
' he /hould vote for the bill. 

The Earl of JLw^dojt, riC^ig next, fpoke as follows: 
My Lords, 

When I gave my aflent to the a6l, of which this bill is Earl < 
now declaratory, 1 then ftated to your Lordfliips my reafons ^^^"K^ 
for doing fo, and having fince liiad no occadon whatever to 
alter my opinion, but, on the cowtrary, to be more fixed and 
confirmed therein, my aficnt (witijout troubling your Lord- 
fhips with any repetition of my argi^iments) will, as of courie, 
go along with and follow this bill. Nor, my Lords, (liould 
1 have arifen at all, was it not merely ro exprefs my furprife at 
the necefficy which feems to have ariTen for the bill that is 
now brought before your Lordfhips; and to look from noble 
Lords who are (not like myfelf) in the fecret and intrigue of 
this bufinefs, for fome explanation on this head. 

When the aft, of which this bill as dixrlaratory, pafled, I 
did conceive that if it were not in formation, it was in adop- 
tion, the very child of the Eaft-India Company: that upon 
the difinherifon of another bill which had fought not only fub- 
verfion to their exiftence, but a£lual ruin and deftrudion to 
the very conflitution of the country^ that i\€t was taken and 
confidered by them, as well as by the country at lai^e, as the 
grand reftorative of both. 

And yet, my Lords, we now find this very Eaft-India Com- 
pany fo managed into inconfiftency with ihomfelves, as to be" 
ready to pull down that very golden calf whi :h they them- 
fclves hid ereded for their own worlhip. And how Ihall we 

account 
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account for this? Has the Devil got into the herd of fwine) 
Or is it fonie fower of tares that is gone forth to difleminate 
and to fcatter the feeds of civil difcord in the (late? Or is it, 
that fome great political general, putting himfelf at the head 
of a fcouting party of his own, i&«fo roanasuvring between the 
two grand armies of the Whigs and Tories, as to he ready to 
join either whenever the ilrongeft of the two fliall afford nim 
the opportunity of doing M 1$ this the cafe, niy Lords? I 
fear it is; and would therefore wi(h to awaken your Lordihips" 
attention to the plan as well as progrefs of tliefe movements. 
For myfelf, I am no fpy, 1 leave that meannefs to greater ineQ 
than I am; but, like other people, I may have an eye out 
upon this occafion : and the time may come, my Lords, when 
my difcoveries will not be kept a fecret from your Lordihips. 
For the prefent, however, 1 have done. 
>n! Lord Pottchcjlcr renewed his reafoning of the preceding 

:chcJ>r. ^Jay |n the Committee, upon the fubjedl of the preamble, and 
moved to inicrt the nth feckion of the aA of 1784, after the 
Ircond word whereas in the preamble of the bill. 
The queftion was put upon it and negatived. 
i.vA Earl Stanh'^fe then moved to leave out the words Provided 

n^^'r*- alwaysy at the commencement of the fecond claufe, contending 
thnt it was an error in point of form, and abfolute nonfenft fo 
to introduce a pofitive enafting claufe, 

i he queftion being put up^n the amendment, it was nega^ 
tivej. 

The Earl then moved another amendment in the fame 
claufe, viz. a whole fentence to be introduced after the word 
tf^ fo as to limit and fix the whole aggregate number of King's 
troops and Company's troops, to twenty thoufand two bua<« 
dred and fortyrfive. 

The queftion was put on this amendment, and negatived. 
h^uoh- After the bill had been read. Lord totfghhorcu^h rofe to 
^^^^' move the rider, which he introduced, by explaining at length, 
that when the Compfiny's Charter (hould expire, and they 
fhould no longer hold an exclufive monopoly of trade, they 
would be in poffeffion of a very confiderahle private eftate in 
India, ever which the Board of Commiflioners ought not ta 
have any control whatever, any more than over their com- 
merce. The Ifland of Bombay (he ohferved) \vas indifputa- 
bly the Company's property, by virtue of a grant from the 
Ciown. Confiderahle lands round Calcutta, were alfo theirs 
by virtue of grants from different native Princes of India* 
J hey likewife held lands about Madras, the annual revenue 
aril'ng from which had been flated by Governor Hoi well to 
amount to 90,000!. a year. Thcfe were all matters of private 
property independent of thofe territorial acquifitions over 
wiiich they excrcifed fovertignty. In their private property 

in 
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in India, at well at in their private trade, they ought to be 
left quiet, and undifturbed by the Board of Control, againft 
svhooi they, in faft, had a right to fhut their books, as all other 
private merchantt had an undoubted right to fhut their books 
againft the infpedion of any perfon whatever. In concluiion^ 
U)rd Loughborough declared that he wat aftonifhed, that' 
Tuch a claiife, as that he was then moving, had not been in- 
Terted in the bill of 1784, as ^at was tli^ fitteft moqient for 
its introduction. 

The Earl of Coventry having obferved, that the nature of Ear! of 
the title to the territorial acquifitions of the Company, in- Coventry, 
volved matters to be hereafter decided upon, added, that with 
regard to the two bills of 1783, and 1784, no two meafures 
could, in hit mind^ be morediftinA and diilerent; but, as to 
any rivalfliip between the authors of the faid bills, he did not 
think the fubjeCt a necefiary point for his difcuffion. He 
highly refpe£led and admired them both, as men poflefling the 
moft tranfcendent abilities that ever he had witnefied or heard 
of, fince be came into the world. He, notwitbftanding, felt 
himfelf juftified in voting in favour of the declaratory hill. 

Lord Hawkejbury contended that it was extremely improper Lord 
to admit a Rider to a declaratorv bill, i^ariiament has always Hawkef- 
been exceedinglv cautious in admitting fuch claufes to be an- ^^^^^^ 
nexed to bills ot that nature, becaufe every claufe of a declar- 
atory bill ought not to be pafled on a fudden, but ought to go 
through that difcuffion, which could only be the cafe where 
the claufes pafled through as many ftages for coofideration 
at the bill itfeif. The prefent Rider was doubly objection- 
able, as it referred to another bill paiTed in 1 781, as well as 
to that under diflruffion. With regard to the pofieflions of 
the £aft*lndia Company that would remain to them in India, 
after their monopoly ihould ceafe, it was not clear, as yet, 
whether they could hold any, except what they poEeflfed by 
royal grants. The liland of Bombay fell evidently under that 
Jefcripti6n; but it would be foon enough to inquire what elfe 
lid uf right belong to them, when the time ihould arrive of 
leciding that qaeition, which could not at any rate take place 
:ill the year 1791, and might beat a much later period, it 
lepending foleJy upon the time when they fhouid no longer 
lave a charter, or be perniitted to hold territorial poiTeflions, 
tfid exercife fovereignty over them. 

Lord Loughborough tyi^xtSeA his furprife at the noble Lord's T^a.Louftli- 
laving objeded to this claufe on the ground, that the Houfe^ b«rough. 
)ught t;o have a fuller opportunity of difcufTing and deliberat- 
ng upon every claufe of a declaratory bill, than they could 
\o upon a Rider. " Surely the noble Peer (added Lord 

* Loughborough) was not in the Houfe the preceding eveningy 

• when loffercd the claufe to the Committee, in order to give 
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The queflion was put upon it and negatived. 

The queftion, *< That this hill do pafs/' was then put hf 
the Lord Chancellor; and then the main debate on the prin- 
ciple of the bill) and the whole confideration of the fubjcA 
• commenced as follows: 

Vifcount Stormont anfwered, in explanation, that although vifcotmt 
he declared his fentiments on the prefent meafure, he could Stormont. 
not help troubling their Lordfhips with a few additional ob^ 
fervations, but with which he would not take up much of their 
time. He had already been unfortunate enough to flate fome 
doubts on another fuhjcdl, to which thofe to whom they were 
more immediately addrefled had not vouchfafed to give anj 
anfwer. The fecrefy and filence enjoined by Pythagoras had 
been ftri£ily obferved — who the Pythagoras of the day might 
be he did not know. He reminded their Lordfhips that they 
were now going to give to the Board of Control that power and 
authority over the territorial revenues, over the whole a&irs 
of the Eaft-lndia Company, civil, military, and political, 
which they had in 1783 refufed to give to another Board. 
This would convince the world that their objedlion had not . 
been to meafures, but to men. 

It was a mockery to deny that they had the patronage 
direSly which they exercifed circuitoufly, and to fay that 
they had not the power of appointing themfelves, when they 
exercifed that of putting a negative on the appointments of the 
DireAors. What had they iaid to a perfon 10 appointed ? <' If 
** a voyage to India be neceflary to your health, or defirable for 
** your pleafure, we will not, we cannot objcft to it. Go on 
** boai-d, fail for India, and we will add to your voyage thither 
** the benefit, or the pleafure of a voyage hack again; for, as 
•* foon as you arrive, we will recall you," If this was not pa- 
tronage, what name would their Lord/hips pleafe to give it? 

Vifcount Stormont now added, that he had good authority 
fi>r declaring that a compact had been made in 1784, between 
the Minifler and the Company ; that a paper to that tSeA had 
been drawn up, to which the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
the perfon who adled as agent for the Company, had fet their 
hands and feals. He believed that this paper was flill in ex- 
iftence. He declared as a man of honour that he knew not its 
contents, but he appealed to their Lordfliips if it was not fair 
to argue, that where two parties met, whether Kjngs or 

Erivate perfons, unlefs the one could hold a dagger to the 
reaft of the other, the fubftance of their agreement could not 
be a total dereliftion of the rights of one of them without any 
cc^uivalent- The Company, therefore, if ihey were deprived 
ot their rights, muft have been impofed upon, muft have been 
deceived; for it was not to be fuppofcd that they would tamely 
yield up in 17S4 what they had luccefsfully defended in 1783. 
Vol. XXIV. Tt Yet, 
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Yet this was the fiift a£t of a political charaSer of unrpottcd 
purity; a perfoii tinpra£tifed in deceit, unhackneyed in the 
ways of men Political virtues were like other virtues, prq- 
greffive in their nature. If fuch bad been the firft openii^of 
the bud, the iird flower of the bloilbm, what might notbl 
expelled from the maturity of the golden harveft ? When 
were now the arguments that had been oppofed to the author 
of the former bill ? On what gioonds did the promoters of tht |i 
pre fen t fyftem conie forward to demand for themfelves thofe 
very powers which they had hh pined to him as a crime to 
aik? Was it becaufe they dreaded his manly and tranfcendcnt 
abilities, becaufe he flood in the way of their own ambitioi\ 
and mufl be removed at any rate? He wifiied this bill, as it 
was now explained, to go abroad into the world, and to be 
fully underAood ity thofe who had been £0 much alarmed an J 
fo much oftended by the other. The Public might be miilel 
for a moment, but there was in an £ngli£h Public a fund of 
good fenfe, that when left to itfelf would dete6l the impofi- 
tion, and refent it wiicn dete£led. And although he did not 
think that popular opinion ought ever to influence their Lord- 
Ihlps in deciding on any meafure, yet before the tribunal of 
the Public at large muft the decifion of every public body 
come, and their propriety or impropiiety be ultimately appre* 
ciated. He agreed with a noble Marquis (of Landfdown) la 
many of the ol>je£lions he had n^ade to the bill, a^nd faid.the 
jioble Marquis had fent it reeling to the houfe of incurables, 
and given it a wound which it would never recover. 
«^J!!iL ^^^^ Ca77iJ^'n {Lovi Prcfident of the Council) and Lord 
Waifingham rofe together, but the latter gave way immedi- 
ately, when the former obferved that, he would not have 
oppofed himfelf to his noble friend for a fingle moment in a 
con tell for a precedency, were it not that he wiflied to fpeak 
thus early, Irom a fear that his health would not enable him 
to deliver his fentiments if he fiaid out the whole of the de- 
bate. He had been in Ireland in the feffion of 1784, when 
tlie 24th of the prefent King paired ; to all the anecdotes, lit-? 
tie tales, and fecret hiftorics of what had been ei:hcr intend- 
ed, or was actually faid or done, either in the Houfe of Com- 
jnons or in that Houfe, upon the fubjevSl, at the time, ha 
was, therefore, neceflarily an entire ft ranger, and of courSj 
could nor, if he were fo inclined, mix any fnch allufions witb 
what lie had to fay to their Lordlnips en the occafion. He 
wifl:cd to cnli tlicir attention to the dry queftion of con- 
ilruc^lion, merely to the expofition of the flatute cf 1784' 
A noble and Itrarned Lord had on the preceding Monday laid 
it down as the fit rule of conftruftion of an a6l of parliament, 
that the i'pirit and general purview of the a£l, and the mean- 
ing of its partici.'Lar c!aun:'s, muft be looked to; and it was to 

this 
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ifuleof conftrudion that he was ready to fuhfcrihe, and 
idmit that it was the true and only rule of expofition of 
iof parJiainent, That rule he meant to follow in conQ- 
ng the a£l of I784> which }>e had read again and again, 

he would argue from it clolely, having no doubt but that 
hould he ahle to prove l>eyon<i all oontradivSion, that the 
aratory bill g;ive the true exjwfition of the adi of 1784, 

that it could iiot have been intended to have been other* 
! underftood. His Lordfliip began with calling the at- 
ion of the Houfe to the 6th feflion of the bill, in wliich 

ena<S<xl, " that the Board of Control fliali be fully au- 
^rized and impowered, from time to time, to fuperin- 
?nd, d'iren and control all aSs, operations and concerns, 
rhich in any wife relate to the civil or military govern- 
lent or revenues, of the Britifli territorial poUeifions in 
leEaft Indies." He wi(hed their Lordfhips always to 
) in mind the word dlreSli he was aware that the claufe 
;d with the words in the manner herein after defer ibcdi 
: he meant to go into afterwards, i>ut for a moment let 
e words be forgotten and put out of the queftion, as if 
r made no part of the claafe. Had that been the cafe, 
e could not have exifted a doubt of the intention of the 

becaufe it would have been impoffible for the Board to 
ble to exereife the authority and power to d'lrc^ all acts, 
•ations and concerns which in any wife relate to the civil 
lilitary government or reve4iues of the JBritifli territorial 
iiflions in the Elaft Indies, without having, at the fame 
J, the power of originating orders aiul difpatches when- 

they thought it their dutv ^ to do^ With regard to the 
ds in the manner herein after direS^dy a reference to the 
squent claufe?, in his mind, clearly proved, that the Board 
J in the partic:ular cafes, iiated and deicribed in thofe 
fes, diredled how to a6:, but that did not take from them 
general power of fuperintendance, dircdiion and control 
1 cafes not fpecified. He fpoke of the 1 ith elaufe as ill- 
ative of this part of his argument, and having coraraent- 
pon it, took notice of the 1 3th, an which the ward " Re- 
jnues" is omitted, aud civil or military government are 
terms only ufedi. That might, he ohferveJ, be an acci- 
al omiffion; but coupling that claufe with the nth, and 
ig the general purview of the bill into confideration, it 
impofTible to conceive that the Board were not equally 
id with a power to originate difpatches in regard to the 
ication of tlie revenues of the territorial pofleHions in the 

Indies, as in regard to the civil or military government 
lofe poffefEons. There was a claufe in the a6l, which 
been mentioned by a noble and learned Lord, on Mon- 

and which he admitted, did appear to contradidl the ar- 
T t 2 ^maNxX. 
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gument that he had been maintaining ; and that was, the 29th 
claufe, in which it was enad^nd, ^ that no order or refolation 
** of any General Court of the Proprietor* fhall be a¥;ulabk 
** to revoke or refcind any aft, order or n^folution of 
<< the Court of Diredlors, after the fame fliall have been 
•* approved by the faid Board." How that clanfe came into 
the bill, or how it was fuiFered to remain apart of it, was to 
him a matter of aftoniihment, hecaufe if that claufewakin- 
fifted upon, it in effe6\ annulled all the affive powers of the 
Board, and rendered the inftitution perfeftly nugatory. That 
being obvioufly the cfFeft of the 29th claufe, it muft have 
been through fome ftrange negligence that it was fuffered ^0 
Hand in the bill, and it ought not to be conlidered at having 
any operation whatever. His Lordftiip reafoned upon this , 
point, and faid, fo far was he from doubting that the Board 
of Control had a right to apply the revenues of the tiritifh 
territorial poffeflions in India, to their prote6kion, fecurity 
and defence, he held it to be their firft duly, and if they were 
to facrifice that important obje6l to the purchafe of an in- 
veftment, or any commercial concern whatever, they would 
be guilty of a high crime and mifdemeanor, and deferve im- 
peachment. He was apt to fufpeft that there was fome blame 
imputable to the Court of Diredlors, or the Houfe would 
not have heard of any difference between them and the Board 
of Control, becaufe nothing could be more clear, than that 
if the Court of Direftors did their duty, there could arife 
no difpute about the government of India. He expatiated on 
this idea, and appealed to the underftandings and recolleftion 
of every man who heard him, whether the negligence or the 
want 01 capacity of the Eafl India Company and their Court 
of Dirdlors to govern India, had not made it neceffary for 
the Legiflature to interfere and appoint a Board of Superin- 
tendance, Direction and Control, to guard againfl the dan- 
gers of any mifmanagement. That Board being once ap- 
pointed, was it confident with reafon and good fenfe, that it 
ftiould be fo ill inftituted, and armed with fuch inefficient 
powers, that if the Court of Direftors chofe to fit with their 
arms acrofs, doing nothing, the Board could not of them- 
felves acfl:, where they faw it was adlually neceffary to fend 
out orders and difpatches ? The very nature of the cafe 
proved the contrary. There muft be a paramount power, a 
power to J;>^(5?, lodged fomewhere. If that power wasnotveft- 
ed, by the aft pf 1784, in the Board of Contiol, he begged 
to be informed where it was vefled ? The Board of Com- 
miffioners, it would perhaps be fuggefted, might abufe their 
power. In like manner, the Governor General and Coun- 
cil of Bengal, the Goyernor and Council of the Prefidency 
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cf Fort St. George, and the Governor and Council of the 
Prefidency of Bombay (all of whom were invefted with large 
and extenfive powers in their refpedive diftridts) might abul'e 
their powers. Let it be remembered that they were all charg- 
ed vjrith rffponfibility, and were amenable to the laws of their 
Country for their conduct. Let it alfo be remembered, that 
it was indifpenfably neceiTary that there <hould exift feme fo<- 
vereign authority over the Company's affairs in England, and 
in what hands could it more fafely or more expediently be 
placed, than in the hands of a Board of CommifEoners, all of 
them Meml)ers of Parliament, appointed by the crown, and 
headed by two of his Majefty's principal Minifters, the Chan* 
cellor of the Exchequer, and the Secretary of State for the 
Southern department? Upon a fair confi deration, therefore, of 
the fpirit and general purview of the ad of 1784 and of its 
claufes, it appeared to him demonftrably clear, that the pre- 
fent declaratory bill did contain a found and ju ft expofition 
cf that Ihcute. 

In the courfe of the debates in that Houfe on the prefent 
bill, much had been faidon the nature of declaratory bills, on 
their infrtqnency, and on their danger. Two declaratory bills 
iiad been alluded to, but neither of them much in point ; in 
the progrefs of his refearches, he had met with another, a de- 
claratory hill that came more immediately in parallel with th» 
bill then under confideration. In the reign of Queen Anne, 
an a6V had paflTed for the naturalization of all the children of 
Bi itifti parents, fuch children being born abroad. That a6k 
rc^mained in force fourteen years, and then, in the 4th of Geo. 
IF. 1731, a declaratory bill was brought in to explain the aft 
of the 4th of Queen Anne, and to declare that the intention 
and meaning of that (latute was not to extend to the children 
of Britifh parents under attainder for high treafon. His Lord- 
fhip faid, he would not enter into any difcuflion of the ground 
and principle of the declaratory aft to which he alluded; it 
was fufficient for him to ilate the faft, and to obferve, that 
enafting claufes made a pnrt of that bill as well 3iS of the pre- 
lent. There was an oppofition at the time, but he could ndt 
find that there had been any debate upon the bill ; what he 
had mentioned, however, would ferve to fhew, that declara- 
tory bills had pafled without alarm to the friends of the coniVi- 
tution, and without ohjeftion, although framed like the de- 
claratory bill then before their Lordfliips. 

Though in office himfelt; he declared he honoured an op- 
pofition ; and he had no fcrnple to fay, that he thought an op- 
pofition of great fervlce to the country, when condufted on 
public principles. Oppofition awed Miniflers, and kept them 
vigilant. It checked their career, put them upon their guard, 
^ught them where error lay, and how to correft it. But he 

could 
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could not reafonably account for the condudi: cf the prefent 
oppofition. A great part of their ohjet^ in the debates in both 
Houfes feemevl to have been, to make it appear that the India 
bill of 1 784 was of equal extent, wiih refpeiSt to violence and 
aflumption of power, with that of 1783. If he ferioufly 
thought the bill of 1784 half as bad as the bill of 1783, his 
Lordihip declared, he would not only oppofe the preient de- 
claratory bill, bu| refjgn his place the next day. Both bills 
undoubtedly broke in upon the chartered rights of theCooi* 
pany. f A cry of hear, hear !] The fadl was fo, and he de- 
fied any man to fay, *^ who fliouid call the firft ftone," if a 
queAion was made of who had been theforemon to trench up- 
on the Company's charter? It was done by the bill of 1773, 
and by the bill of 1 78 r, and it was clearly done by each oi the 
twobills now talked of as comparative, the bills of X783 and 
1784. In fa£l, no reform of the abufes and mal-adminifira* 
tion of the Company's aiFairs in India, admitted on all hands 
to haveexified, could have been effedbed, without a voilation, 
or as he underftood it was now termed, ^ fufpepifionofHiit 
powers of the Court of Direflors. The bill of eighty-three 
took from the Eaft-India Company every particle of power 
and patronage at home and in India ; it aimed not only at di- 
veiling the Direflors of their power in the civil and military 
departments, but in their commercial. The preamble begao 
in an extraordinary flyle. It flated '^ that diforders of an alarm- 
*^ ing nature had long prevailed, and did iiill continue, in the 
** management of the territorial pofleffions, revenues, and 
*' commerce of this kingdom in the Eaft Indies/* This was 
furely an extravagant turn of expreffion. Who before ever 
heard of a commercial company having been guilty oi enor- 
mous difordersm the conduft ot their commerce, being madea 
plea for feizing upon all their property, power and patronage, 
when all were either fecured to them by charter, or fandlioned 
by ftatute. The bill of 1783, however, aimed at feizing all 
tlie Company's warehoufiss, arfenals, fhips, forts, money, 
bonds, and, in ihort, every thing they poflefled, as well in 
India as in Europe. Were noble Lords aware of the value of 
fuch a feizure, and the patronage it gave in the firft inftanceat 
home. Did they know, that the buildings in Leadenhall- 
ftreet, and the various warehoufes in London and its envi- 
rons, were eflimated at 700,000! ? That the funis annually 
paid to tradefmen in London ibr goods to be exported, amount- 
ed to 700,000!. likewife; and that the freightage to India, and 
other expences, made up the whole a million and a half, ami 
more ? What an enorrhous influence would not, or rather 
muft not, have followed from this patronagtf ? All appoint- 
ments at home and in Alia would neceflarily have been fub- 
je£l to the Commiffioners' will. The Court of Diredlorf, 

like 
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like fo many clerks, would have come bowing to the levee of 
the author of the bill, and fui rendered the keys of their houfe 
in Leadenhall-ftieet, and all the warehoufes of the Company, 
with the moft abje6l humility. Every tradefaian employed 
by the Court of Direflors would have felt the influence. 
Sail-makers, and thofeof the very lowed order of mechanics, 
might have been turned out of employment without knowing 
the reafon. It was worthy of con fi deration alfo of whom the 
Board appointed hy the bill of 1783 were to he compofed ; of 
party f-^^^Lnd when he mentioned a party, his Lord/liip de- 
clared he meant no refleftion. He had himfelf been of a 
party for fume years, and had it fo chanced, that he had joined 
with the prefent oppofition, he fliould have confidered him- 
felf as honoured hy his company and conneflions. But the 
Members of the Board, appointed by the bill of 1783, were 
men of a certain defcriptidli, and it fo happened, that there 
YiVLi 2l fmack oi caalition \n their compofition. Perhaps that 
was no great recommendation to the Public, any more than 
to him. Had that bill been carried^ it was beyond fpecula* 
. tion even to fet bounds to the entent of the exercife of power 
that the Board of Parliamentary Commiflioners might not in- 
dulge in. In a year or two the Indian influence might have 
poured down to Weftminfter in a torrent, and overwhelmed 
both Houfes of Parliament; and had his Majeily thought pro- 
per, by virtue of his undoubted prerogative, to havedifmifled 
the author of that bill and his party from his fervice, they 
might have feen the King of Great Britain and the King of 
Bengal contending in Parliament for fuperiority. The bill of 
1783, as it was truly faid at the time, would have created an 
impcrium in imperio^ a fourth eftate, that might ultimately 
have overthrown the conflitutton. If the party who brought 
in and fupported that bill, really thought as well of it as 
they pretended, and imagined that the prefent declaratory bill 
would open the eyes of the Public, and reconcile them to 
that monflrous attempt to grafp at inordinate power, he ad- 
vifed them by all means to take it in their hands, at the next 
general cleflion, to hold it forth as the teft of their political 
principles, and to reft their fuccefs on their promife to re- 
vive it. 

Lord Grantky obferved, that he fliould that night vote, as ton! 
he had done in a divifion upon the fame bill on a former even« Graoclcj, 
ing, with thofe he was not accuflomed to divide with; he 
wiflied to ftate his reafons for fuch a condudi. He had op- 
pofed the bill of 1783, becaufe he confidered it as a violation 
of chartered riglits ; and he had voted for the bill of 1784, 
which alfo violated ihe Company's charter, becaufe he under- 
flood it had the confent of the Company ; at lead he heard of 
no oppofition to it on the part of the Court of Diredlors, or 
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of the Proprietors in general. Declaratory bills were gene- 
rally dangerous, and never neceffary, but upon very Arong 
and prefling exigencies, and then the exigency ought to b« 
made out. The prefent bill appeared to him to be neither ne- 
ceflary nor fit to he adopted. If it paflfed, he declared he 
ihould tremble for the precedent. The aft of 1784 was* pro- 
nounced to warrant the expofition now given it. If rhat 
were true, and it bore the conftru^on now contended for, 
what occafion was there to explain it by a declaratory hill, 
and declare again that what was law in 1784 was law in 1788? 
The title of the bill was, " A bill tn remove doubts, &c." 
What doubts ? The doubts of counfel ! Not of the Crown 
lawyers, for they all agreed that the conftru£tion of the i& 
of 1784 was clear and obvious. If Weftmlfifter Hall was not 
greatly altered (ince he left it, there was not an a£t of Parlia- 
ment in the ftatute book, refpe£ling the conftruAion of 
which, counfel retained on difierent fides would not proiefs to 
entertain and ftate doubts; and where ought thofe doubts to 
be referred for folution ? Indifputably to the courts of law, 
where the decifion of the Judges coula be legally and formally 
obtained. What need, therefore, was there for the Legifli- 
ture to interfere in their judicial capacity? Certainly none. 
Objeftions had been ilated againft proceeding in the courts 
of law, as difficult and impra£licable. The fa& was other« 
wife. Where an a£i of Parliament did not fpecify and defcribe 
the fort of procefs to l>e purfued to punifh its violation, all 
thec6mmon law remedies were applicable; befides, the Court 
of King's Bench was always open to entertain criminal profe- 
cutions, either by information, filed ex (k§k\o by the Attorney 
General, by indidlment, or by vixxx. oX mandamui^ as alluded 
to by a noble and learned Lord (Loughborough). With re- 
gard to the plea of delay that would arife from the four regi- 
ments not being fent out in time to India, that plea would 
not lay in the mouths of His Majefty's Miniflers. Delay was 
a pretence they could never urge in juftification of negleS or 
want of exertion. Their duty was to decide upon what was 
fit to be done ; and having decided, they were bound to carry 
the determination into execution. In the cafe of fending out 
the four regiments, if they knew the meafure to be neceffary, 
they ought to have fent them out, and it by np means be- 
came them to talk of delay, when they were bound to ad vi- 
goroufly in all cafes of lealexigency. From what he had faiJ, 
he hoped he had made it apparent, that the bill before their 
Lordfhips was by no means neceffary. He wifhed it was as 
innocent as it was clearly unneceffary ; but thereverfe, he was 
afraid, would be found to be the fadl. It had been faid in 
debate, that if an enadling bill had been brought in, it would 
have been an ex fojl faiJo law, and would, by implication, 

have 
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ave charged almoft every ad of the Board of Control with 
legality. Was that .^flfertion founded, and dul rhe Board of 
Control mean toflielter ihcir illenal condn(3 under a declara- 
)ry bill? He believed, that from their fir il inftitution, ihc 
ioard had afted from the bell motives, mm\ done iheir coun- 
■y and the Eaft-lnJia Compnnv moli efllMitidl fervire, from 
le wifdom and the policy of their meafures ; but, admitting 
le reverfe to be the cafe, was a declaiatory hill to be refortcil 
3 by way of indenmity? In the prefent cale, the Public and 
le Eaft-lndia Company were parties, not adhially at ifflie, 
ut nearly in a fimilar fituation ; and did it become the for- 
ler to interfere prematurely^ and in aid of its own caule, to 
lafs. a declaratory bill ? The idea was fliocking to every mind 
ri the leaft alive to equity or jullice. If the meafure of fcnd- 
ng out the four regiments was a. fit meafure, (and he did not 
nean to argue ajjainft its being fo) Government ougllt to have 
Jone it; and, if ultiniately proved that they had done wrong, 
to have come to Parliament, and defired therp to pafs a bill to 
indeinnify. The utmoft imputation to Miniftcrs would hav^ 
been, the commiffion of a miilake ; and where the caufe of 
a£lion, on the part of Government, wms good, or the motive 
was even plaufihle, Parliament was ever liberal and ready to 
pafs a bill of indemnity. Wife Minifters had always ad^ed up- 
on this conviflion. The noble and Earned Lord who hadjuft 
fat down, (Lord Camden) when* a Member of a former Ad- 
ipiniflration, had, in a critical moment, ifllied a proclamation^ 
prohibiting the exportation of corn. The puhhcation was fo 
obvioufly founded in neceffity, propriety, and expediency^ 
that the good fenfe of the nation went with it, and no man 
thought of its being an adl in open violation of the law; but 
the noble and learned Lord, fcrupulous of eflablifhing a pre- 
cedent that might hereafter be perverted to abufe, and to a 
dangerous violation of the conllitiition, came to Parliament 
and defired a bill of indemnity, which was immediately and 
cordially granted him. His Lordfhip mentioned a Cafe that 
had occurred in Council, when he was prefent, where a bill 
of indennity had been fuggefled, which he had oppofed as un- 
necefTary ; the cafe coming, in his opinion, clearly withiri 
the law. 

Lord Fortcfcue argued, that it was not a queftlon of private toi^J 
right, but a public quelUon, and upon that ground he defend- ^^"^^u^- 
cd the bill. 

Lord Haivke oppofed the bill, and explained tVe circum- ^ord 
ftarices of the declaratory bill if the 4.th of Georgr I[. alluded ^*^*^*" 
to bv Lord Camden, adiling cbfervations, to ihnw that the 
Houfe oujrht not to pafs fuc^i a bill as the pnfent bill. \ 

TLonl On/low bFL'gtxl leave to obfi rve, that he thought his ^^^^^ 
ftoble anci learned fnend (Lcrd Grnntlcv) had not full v con- 
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(idere d the whole of the fubjed, becaafe it appeared to hiOy 
that if the Houfe did not pafs the declaratory bill, they would 
in efTedtgive an opinion the reverfe of that to be drawn from 
paffing the bill, and confe^uently do much mifchief. 
U. Louth. Lord Loughborough remarked, that it had been his intentioo 
boroa^h. ^ i^^ye called upon their Lordfliips to favour him with fome 
confidcrable portion of their patience^ while he entered mi- 
nutely into a difcuHion of the whole of the fubjedly but the 
very able and correct manner in which the noble and learned 
Lord, who fpoke lately in the debate (Lord Grantley) bad 
argued upon the prefent hill's being both unnecefiary anddaa« 
gerous, had happily faved the Houfe roach time, and him 
much trouble. He (hould, however, think it his duty, u 
fhortly as poffible, to ftate a few obfervations that occurred 
to his mind, as immediately applicable, and as indifpeniably 
neceflary for their Lordihips to attend to. It bad, been very 
truly faid, that declaratory bills were always dangerous. 
They undoubtedly were fo, becaufe, when thofe who pifdc 
laws took upon them judicially, and in a capacity very djfi- 
rent from that of Legiflators, to, expound their meaning, in- 
finite mifchief was to be dreaded. Nothing furely could be 
more alarming, than for thofe who were to a£k under a lav, 
to take upon themfelves to pronounce upon its extent, and to 
define the limits of their own authority. Whenever fuch an 
attempt was made, the effe6l ufually was (what the efiefi of , 
the prefent declaratory bill would be, if it palled into a law} 
a declaration that their authority had no bounds or limits 
. whatever. From the hiflory of our flatutes, declaratory laws 
were rather to be confidered as beacons to point out thofe rocks 
and fhoals that were to be fhunned and avoided as dangerouS| 
than as precedents or examples for imitation. Open the Aa- 
tute book, and it was fcarcely poffibleto find a ^ngledech- 
latory law, but feme dire misfortune followed clofe behind. 
Let their Lordfhips, for a moment, call to mind the dccla* 
ratory law refpeding America, and they would inftantly rc- 
colledl the unfortunate confequences that followed. Let 
them refleft on the declaratory bill in the cafe of Ireland. Ire- 
land had, for a feries of years, been willing to be governed in 
all appeals by the decifion of one branch of the Legiflature of 
this country. They had felt and acknowledged the fecurity 
ofrepofing confidence in a jurifdiftion, that was more likely 
to be impartial, and to have lefs bias than their own Houfe of 
Lords ; and, as a proof that they did fo, the records of their 
Houfe of Commons contained various reprefentations- againil 
their Houfe of Lords, and complaints of tiieir having adled 
partially and unjullly. The foiitary precedent of a dechra- 
tory bill, ftated by the noble and learned Earl (Camden) in its 
Gonfequence, afforded a gloomy prcof of the bad effedls of 

fuch 



A. ij88. DEBATES. 331 

fuch bills. Perhaps, his private opinion was, that the decla- 
ratory 2L& of George the Second truly pronounced the con- 
Sruflion of the aft of the 4th of Queen Anne ; but what was 
the efi^ft of that confiru£lion being declared ? Univerfai 
alarm and univerfai complaint I The Public faw with horror" 
the right of an heir, unborn when the aft of Queen Anne 
pafled, and neceflarlly innocent of his father's crimes, taken 
away by an ex pofifaffo law. There was fomething fb glar- 
ingly nnjuft, and at the fame time fo cruel in fuch an exercife 
ofpower, that mankind were fhocked at the inftance, and 
with one confent broke out in condemnation and cenfure. 
HisLordfhip pointed out the diftinftion between declaratory 
kiMs pafied with a view to afcertain advantages to the fubjeft^ 
and with a view to authorize the extent of their reflriftion. 
The latter were always odious, and confldered as the inAru* 
ments of tyranny ; while the former were looked to with re- 
verence, with gratitude, and with admiration. ( jf that de- 
(cription was the Bill of Rights, a bill recognizing the legal 
claims of the fubjeft, in oppofition to the encroachments of 
prerogative and the ftretches of arbitrary power. 

Lord Loughborough next proceeded to anfwer the argu- 
ments of Lord Camden, upon the feveral claufes of the bill, 
and faid, that although the doftrine that the control of civil 
and military government would be nothing, without the con- 
trol and direftion of the revenue, appeared to be plain and 
plaufible doftrine, it could only be well underAood in France 
and other defpotic countries. In Great Britain, the conftitu- 
tion has ordered it otherwife, and the executive power was 
not fufiered to hold the public purfe, the benefits of which 
fyftem of feparation were fo obvious and fo undeniably excel-, 
lent, that it would be a wafle of words to enter into any argu- 
ment to further its elucidation. The noble and learned Lord 
had done him the honour to obferve, that he had, on thepre^ 
ceding Monday, pointed out aclaufein the aft of 1784, the 
aoth, which, if allowed to be of any force, did annul all the 
aftive powers of the Board of Control. The noble and learn* 
cd Earl's reafoningupon this claufe had been fomewhat extras 
ordinary. The claufe gave the Court of Proprietors a power 
of revoking and refcinding any aft, order, refolution, matter* 
or proceeding of the Court of Direftors, not approved by the 
Board of Control, and as this power was nor confonant to the 
conftruftion now wifhed to be put upon the aft of 1784, the 
noble and learned Earl fays to the claufe — nil operatur f Did 
the nnble and learned Rarl mean to confers that the clauie was 
originally put into the aft, merelv to gall the proprietors into 
an acquiefcence with the bill, under the deiufive iiiea that their 
powers were not wholly annihilatpd, and that now, when 
the period for plain dealing was ripe^ it was neceflary they 
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/hould betolJ, ** Don't rely on the 29th cl.iufe ; it is true, it 
«' gives you m\ effcdlual check upon tiie Company's affairs, 
«' but as it wouUi annul the adklve powers of the Board of 
** Control, you are to connjer the claufe as having found its ] 
** way into the ac\ through fome ftrange inadveriency, and 
*' thougii its words bear an obvious and undeniable meaning, 
*' nil operatur 1^^ 

Lorii Loughborough reprobated the claim of the Board of 
Control to eyercift^ an unlimited power of fuperinterdancc, 
dirtdlion, and control over the revenues of the Briti/h terri- 
torial pofffflions in India, and obferved, that whenever the 
fupporiers ofthe prefent bill talked of the Board's authority 
toucliing the revenues of Bengal, that inking thofe revenues 
was to be underitood ; the word utichirrg^ in their fenfe of it, j 
changing its nituie, and in Read of a iimpb participle^ becora- | 
ing a nofreffive verb. He afked, where th/ right of applying 
the revenues ofthe Company in India as the Board of Control 
thought proper, had a precedent r Was there any fuch power 
vefted in the affignees of a commiflion of bankruptcy ? Had 
the Board hftn appointed guardians of the infancy ofthe 
Companv, truHet-s in a commiflion of lunacy againft it, or 
even, it it were pofiihie. guardians of their dotage, he defied 
any man to prove that t'ney would have had a right to exercife 
any fuch extraordinary power. In the courfe ot the prelimi- 
nary dfbr.te of that day, he had taken the liberty of applying 
to a noble Secretary of State for information refpe6ling the 
ftat'^ of the four regiments to autliorize the fending out of 
whicli to India was the profefl&d o^jeft of the bill, and it was 
butjulli-f to the nob'e Lord to acknowledge, that he had 
given hi'ii a verv cniid d anf.ver. He had been given to un- 
derrtaiid exi'l c ily. iIuil three ofthe rf^giment: nu\y were in- 
temlcvl 10 l)e now fcnt out, ami that the f. urth was meant to 
be kej.t in Kn^land for an indefinite and unlivnited term. Had 
n'^1 1" LorJi heard, and heard without emotion, that it was 
iniciiiitrd to maintiun at hoipe, in this country, a regiment 
net vou/. '')\ i'.uiMo-e-nt as pai t of tht- eil.ibrillnnenc, and not 
y-y .' hv F.irli ill' ii', !mt p'.i-i out <.f ihe revenues of India? 
Wouht Mlnil'v'i ^ tl.;n* t'» in-inrain 'n Fngland a regiment nei- 
ther p-^id l)v lVir!i n.irrr, n-r iiu-n:ioni'd in the mutiny I)':!!? 
Woula th"y (lin^ 10 h.llet fnUi-rs en Britifh fubitrdls, who 
weri- not .iuv-naSir to u-»artiai l.iw ? Would they dare thus to 
virjljtci rhf: hill o,r ki.rlits. .iri.l the prin<:ipres eftablilhed at 
the Kt\< l!-ti.,:i ? Ii ti-.-y i"»''d '::r\-.! to venture this length, hi 
aiivKcii 111' in \o }Mir:::in a \vAi oi ii-de-Tinitv without delay, or 
it tlif-y ni .". r r.:;o:c ff> fo-iow tii' Ir own prcceiit-nr, to pals 
anoth'^r ur..r;!..iM:(?rY hUI. lie co'.'lv! r.ot i"..y wh.tt the. law then 
was, hut ho kfir'// what tlie hi".v h::J. ceen in the vff:ir ii/8S. 
ill thc^t tiiD:*, it Wu': cjniiJc;vd as impoffible to make IcMitTs 
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of a raiment neither recognized by the mutiny hill, nor paid 
by Parliament. If all the valuable principles of the conilitu- 
tion were not meant to he deftroyeJ at once, if the principles 
of the Revolution wej-e not become fo old as tp have grcwa 
obfolete, or were not yet fo covered with the ruft of antiqui- 
ty, as to be no longer difceinible, he trufted Miniflers would 
take feme means of marking iheir intention of keeping the 
fourth regiment at home, and juftifying it on the ground of 
neceffity. Perhaps, he fliould hear that the Declaration of 
Rights had been extorted by a banditti, a ga;ig little better 
than highwaymen, from whom the great and good had fepa- 
rated, as foon as the hurry of the moment, which by accident 
huddled them together, had enabled them to choofe better 
company ! He was forry to find that the wretched pamphleteers 
of the times were encouraged to treut thole, to whom the 
enjoyment of our liberties, and the reftoration of our confti* 
tution were afcribable, with fo little reverence and refpedl. 

Singular, indeed, was the freedom, and indecent the con- 
tempt, with which it appeared to he the boaft of fome mo- 
dern writers to fpeak of the Revolution, and the great and 
diftinguifhed charadlers who etFeded that glorious work ! 
His Lordihip apologifed for having troubled the Houfe fo long, ' 
but faid, late as it was, it could not be expe6led that he fhould 
fit down, without making fome ohfervations upon the com- 
parifon, which the noble and learned Earlhad thought proper 
to make between the two liaft-lndia bills, that of 17B3, and 
that of 1784. 1 he noble and learned Earl had read the pie- 
amble of the bill of 1783, and liad aflumed fomething like an 
air of triumph, on finding that difordeis in the commerce of 
the Company had been ftated among the other abufes, making 
up the fum of delinquency in the Court of Direilors, that 
called for the interference of Parliament ; and yet the noble 
and learned Earl had flated, that general delinquency was the 
ground of juftification of the bill of 1784. It was rather a 
whimfical revolution of political fentiment, that the noble and 
learned Earl fliould have objefle.d to the bill of 1783, becaufe 
it Hated the delinquency of the Court of Diredlors, and (hould 
have afTigned that very delinquency as the ground of his af- 
fent and fwpport to the bill of 1 784. The fadl was, tlie one 
bill in a dircil manner charged the delinquency, and for the 
limited term of four years fufpended the powers of the Court 
of Direftors ; the other delufiveiy aimed at inducing them to 
believe that thofe powers were left Handing, but they at the 
fame time found that they were left blind, deaf, dumb, and 
with their hands tied. The bill of 1783 had been mod par- 
tially quoted and untruly ftated with unconmion i.idudry in 
all parts of the kingdom. At a county meeting hoklen at 
York, a part of it only had been read, and a conltrudioii 

palpably 
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palpnhty falfe, to thofe who had an opportunity of perufing 
the bill, had been put upon it ; and, under that deceptioiii 
the meeting had feparated. The confeauence was, the mifin- 
terprctation of the bill fpread through York/hire, and among 
a variety of other counties : he had heard of one converfation 
which pafied between two freeholders in that part of England, 
Oneofthem, fpraking of the noble Earl behind him, (Lord 
FitKwilliam) faid, '< He and his Board have taken all the pa- 
•• tronagc of the Company." — *« Has he I" fays the other; 
** why then I am fure heil bring a good deal of it down to 
** Wentworth/* Their Lordftiij>s, from what they had heard 
that daVf mufl now confefs, that the two bills flood neartr 
upon the fame ground, at leaft as to the reafon upon whicff 
the power was taken out of the hands of the Diredors. The 
noble and learned Earl, however, had thought proper to re- 
nmik, that the powers affumed by the aft of 1783, were to be 
given into the hands of a party, and that the Board of Com* 
miflioners had a fmack of coalition in it; clearly alluding to 
an honourable gentleman, the fon of a noble frrend of bis, 
(who had been Minifter of the country) a man of as amiable 
virtues, as much private worth and integrity, as any ikidifio 
dual that either graced thefenate, or decorated human focicty. 
Was there nothing of party, no fmack of coalition, intne 
Board of Control ? Was there not a noble Lcird, for inftanoe, 
who ufeJ, when he had himfelf the honour to he a Member 
ef the Houfe of Commons, to inveigh vehemently fgainft 
that unfortunate, and as the noble Lord then termed it, ae* 
turfed American war? that ruinous TinAJiarvatlon war, which 
a It-arned friend of his was at that time fomewhat more than 
fufpedled of abetting ? Was not the noble Lord accuflomed 
to reprobate Trea fury interference, and the undue influence 
of Trcafury letters ? Were there no fuch things in exiftence, 
as the exertion of that influence, and the circulation of thofe 
letters ? He remembered when a learned friend of his and the 
noble Lord ufed to wage eternal war on thofe topics, and yet 
they were now perfeflly cordial ; other Members of that Board 
had formerly flood forward equally oppofite as partizans; 
there was, neverthelefs, nothing like a fmack of coalition in 
all this \ It was doubt lefs an agreement of parts, a harmony, a 
iitnefs arifing from the ahfence of every thing rough and ex- 
crefcent, all afperities were fmoothed down, and the conjunc* 
tion was perfe £1 and complete ! 

His Lordfhip took occafion to mention Lord North in this 
partof hisfpeech, and faid the noble Lord laboured under a 
fev^re misfortune. infli£led by the hand of Providence, but 
he bore it patiently and chearfully, deriving abundant comfort 
from the refources of his own mind, and the attachment, 
friend Hiip, daily re fort, and concourfe of thofe, who pro* 
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fefled theoifelves his adherents in the hour of his power and 
his profperity, and having fo profeiled themfelves on princi^ 
pies of fmcerity and honour, ftlll remained the noble Lord's 
zealous friends. The noble Lord, perhaps, felt his confola- 
tion not a little heightened and increafed by the abfence of 
thofe, who had bafked in the funfhine of his better fortune, 
but who felt the firft northerly blaft too ftrongfor their con- 
ftittttions to endure, vigorous and robuft as fome of them 

The noble and learned Earl had taken pains to paint the 
patronage given the Board of Commiflioners by the bill of 
1783, in broad and glaring colours. Had the Board of Con« 
troi no patronage? Had they no fhare of the appointments of 
the late Governor General of Bengal, the Governor of Ma- 
dras, and the Commander in Qiief ? The Board of Commif« 
fioners, the noble and learned Earl had faid, would have over- ' 
ivhelmed both Houfes of Parliament with Indian influence. 
Were there not to be found any traces of that influence in 
the prefent Houfe of Commons? Had no Nabobs, with h<ir(t 
names, found their way into that Houfe fince the year 17S4 ? 
Had no New Romney, and a variety of other boroughs that 
memory might fuggeft, felt the happy efiedls of Indian in- 
fliuence } Had not a Nabob defcended on New Romney, like 
another Jupiter, in a fhower of gold ? Such things were ru« 
moured. The hSt was, the bill of his right honourable friend, 
like his now mind, was manly. and open. He was above the 
meannefs of concealment, and fcorned the fcandalous bafenefs 
of a lie. His life and manners, whatever they were, were 
public; they were explicit and avowed. His right honourable 
friend had aflTerted, and afllerted openly, that the patronaget 
and the power wereinfeparable ; and as the bed poflible guard 
againft abufe, he had placed the patronage in the hands of 
honourable men with complete refponCbility. What did the 
other bill do ? His expreffion failed him. He could not find 
an adequate term to defcribe its operation on this fide Bow^ 
Jireetl It ftole the patronage, and pht it in the pockets 
of the Board of Control ; it took that privately by fiealth, 
which it dared not avow and claim as a right. The 
noble and learned Earl had faid, if thofe who brought in the 
1>ill of 1783 thought fo highly of it as they pretended to do, 
he advifed them to go to the general eleAion with that bill in 
their hands. Be it fo; his honourable friends would take the 
noble and learned Earfs hint ; and as they now underftcod 
from the noble and learned Earl, that a general election was 
near, they would he proud to reft their claims to public fa« 
vouron the teft of comparifon between the two bills. Delu« 
fion was now over, and mifreprefentation and falfehood flood 
confuted and detefled. His right honourable frieod had rea- 
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fon to he proud on thnt diy, nor was that his only triumph. 
Out of place, lie poflrlled patronage, and patronage of the 
iiobleft kind — the protection of cU-fencelefs millions ! A fpecies 
of patronage more congenial to his mind than any other de- 
fcription of patronage whatever. The unremitting exercife 
of that patronage was the heft anfwer to the calumny and 
flandcr which, m the hour of popular pl.renzy, induftrious 
clamour had c.^ft upon his name. The great political prirr- 
ciple of his right honourable frit^nd was that of an honeft and 
amiable ambition, thereverfe of low cunning and fordid ava- 
rice. Lord Loughborough concluded his fpeech with a de- 
claration that his honourable friends would go to the next 
general eleflion, confident of fuccefs, with the India bills in 
their hands ; tliat of 1783 in one hand, as commented upon 
by its enemies, and the bill of 1784 in the other, as now ex- 
plained by its friends ! 
T^c Lord The Lcrd Chancellery rifing towards the clofe of the debate, 
CLanccliur. obferved, that at fo advanced an hour, he fliould be unpar- 
donable, were he to trefpafs on the patience of the Houfe, 
by going into any argument that did not immediately relate 
to the queftion in conridcration. He hoped, therefore, he 
flioiild be forgiven, if he took no notice of fome parts of tlie 
fi>eech of the noble and learned Lord who had juft fat down. 
It was not his intention to draw any comparifon between 
tlieprefent hill and any other, nor between the charadiers of 
individuals; as both were equally foreign to the queftional 
ilTue. I Je contended, that the objecSl of the prefent bill did 
not relate to the queftion of right between the Crown and 
the fiibjffl, it had been brought forward on general princi- 
ples of policy; on grounds that did not concern the private 
rights of the Companv, but folely refpefling the manage- 
ment, the fuperintendance, and control of their territorial, 
civil ;ind military concerns. The real ftate of the queftion 
before the Hou'e, was not whether the a6l of 1784 was a 
\\il'>; and pro])er mer.'ure, but vvliether the prefent bill is a 
juft expofition of tliat act. He iiiflfted that it was a fairde- 
cjaration of the powers inveAed in the Commiftioners for 
tV.e atiairs of India, and that fo far from giving them addi- 
ri'Minl power*?, it rellrairf^d them from the exercife of feme 
^vl^ch they poir.fied under the former, at^ ; thev had volun- 
tarily diipenfcd with the patronage which thev might have 
exrrcifed, for, they had volimtrrily called for checks to li- 
inir their powers; this furely was no proof that they v;ere 
cici\:ous of ext(?nd!!^.nj tlieir in.'iue;:ce. The noble and learn- 
cd Lord had put a quoriicn, dci'iring to know whether the 
C'MV.ini-Tioners of Bankrupts had a power of npjM-opiiatinj 
the elFccls of h:'.iikruj>ts, withvv.it the conicnt o\ the party. 
T!:ey certainly i)ad a nouvr to diiecfl the ap;?iica:ion of lh« 
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funds of every bankrupt for the benefit off the creditors, jult 
in the fame manner as the Conimif&oners fdr the affairs of 
India could apply the territorial revenues of that country td 
the paymerit of the troops which were neceflkry for its de- 
fence. This was a pofition which he Conceived made more 
for his argument than againft it ; but admitting t;he full force 
of what the noble and learned Lord had argued, that if the 
defence of their pk>freffions fhould leave them nothing for the 
purpqfes of inveftment, they mufl^ of rieceffity become bank* 
rupts ; would their fituation be much mended, if they wers 
fuffered to apply their whole territorial revenues to commer- 
cial purpofes, and leave their pofleflions to the mercy of an 
enemy ? Was this the way to fave them from ruin and bank* 
ruptcy ? He lamented that he had not an opportunity of con- 
fulting the calculations which a noble Marquis (Lanfdown) 
had, with fo much ingenuity, reafonedupon during a preced- 
ing debate. He lamented that the anecdotes which he then 
heard, had made fo little impreffion on his mind, that he did 
not now recollect for what purpofe they had been introduced* 
With regard to the power of originating difpatches, on which 
fo much had been faid, he thought the difference of opinion 
on that part of the queftion related more to words than 16 
fubftance ; for, it would not, furely, be contended that the 
Board of Control, in allowing or amending the difpatches of 
the Court of Diredtors, were fo tied down by adt of Parlia- 
ment, that they could not fuggeft a fingle idea which had 
not been laid before them ; and yet this was all the originat- 
ing power they claimed, except in cafes where the Diredlors 
neglefted to fend any difpatches at all. As to the appropri- 
ation of the revenue, if it be admitted that the Board of 
Control are inverted with the management and diredlion of 
the civil and military government of India, it was abfurd to 
contend that they were not to have the power of diredling 
the application of the revenue to the neceflary purpofes of the 
arrangement of thofe concerns. Thefe were, in faft, the 
only two points on which there was any material difference 
of opinion ; and he appealed to the very words of the aft of 
1784, which his noble friend (Lord Camden) had fo fairly 
flated, that the bill was a fair interpretation of that adt ; that 
it was not a queftion which ought to be left to the determi- 
nation of the Courts in Weftminfter Hall; but that as '4 mea* 
fure of general policy, it belonged only to Parliament to de- 
termine it. The conftruflion contended for, was no ftretch 
whatfoever of the original aft. The face of the noble Mar- 
quis, indeed, fpoke denial; yet, he could venture to affert^ 
that he was well grounded in his pofition. 

The Marquis of Lanfdown exprefled his furprize at the Marquis of 
dofirine which the noble and learned Lord (Chancellor) had Lan%«>A. 
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thought proper to maintain^ when he contended that tbe 
prefent was a queftion which ought not to be left to the 
courts in Weftminfter HalL He ihould be glad to know on 
what foundation this fpecies of general policy refted ? Was 
not the general policy of this country founded upon itslawy 
upon its conftitution, upon its freedom ? and were not the 
law and the conftitution fynoniinous terms ? Would the 
learned Lord prel'ume to fay that the great qtieflions refult- 
ing from the government, /lie finance, and the trade of tbe 
Empire, did riot ref^ folely for fupport upon the principles of 
the conftitution, under the directions of the courts of law? 
Was that fundamental principle, the trial by jury, to be 
attacked by an authority, whofe peculiar duty it was topro- 
tefl it ? Were the eloquent and powerful arguments of the 
noble Lord near him, (turning to Lord Loughborough) to 
be pailed over in this light and trivial manner ? If fuch was 
the new-fangled interpretation of general policy from fach a 
quarter, it was an ill omen indeed ! As to the farcafm^ which 
he had be^n pleafed to diredl againft him, he (hould neither 
be deterred by the looks, howfoever commanding, nor the 
talents of the learned Lord, from afferting liis opinions in 
that Houfe on any public queftion. The noble Lord was 
welcome to profit from his calculations, if he wiftied to reap 
the benefit of them. Knowing them to be founded in truths 
he was not afliamed to look him in the face, and to tell him 
that the prefent bill was a bafe violation of the rights and 
privileges of the Eaft-India Company. He infifted, that by 
the a6l of 1784, the power of appropriating the revenue, did 
not follow the right of control which the Commiftioners 
claimed over the civil and military concerns of the Company, 
and that it was not the necefTary confequence of a power of 
control. It was true, indeed, that the executive Govern- 
ment of France had the fole appropriation of its revenue^ 
and to this the prefent low ftate of its finances was owing. — 
Let thofe who doubted this, look at that great financier, 
Neckar — let them confult a very confiderable man who was 
once at the head of the iinanc.es of that country, and who 
is now prefent, {Moiir.Calonne) they will demonftrate the 
impolicy of tliat maxim, and il^ew ic is contrary to the prin- 
ciples of oood gnvernment, in tlie bad efFedls it has produced 
in the decline ot the finnnces of France. Louis the XlVth, 
unhappily for his fubjecls, preferred the tinfelled vanity of 
being aCcnquercr, in oppofition to the folid happinefs of 
his people, arifing from a well-regulated commerce and go- 
vernment. He trufted, that whatever refolution might be 
adopted with regard to the rnewal of the Company's charter, 
Government would confider the rights of the ftockholder and 
of the creditor. 

His 
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His Lordftiip acknowledged, that a great and comprehcn- 
five fyftem for that government was become abfolutely ne- 
ceflary. He, for one, was ready to go immediately inta 
the fubje6l with expedition and effedl. He thought it fhould 
not be delayed a moment ; he was ready to join any party, 
either in or out of power, to efFedluate io defirable and great 
a purpofe. It appeared to him of fuch magnitude, and, in- 
deed, it had appeared fo to the nation at large ; for, it feemed 
to him, that every meafure of Government iiad, for many 
years paft, and during the progrefs of feveral iucceffive Ad- 
miniftrations, either primarily or ultimately turned upon 
Indian politics. The Marquis next adverted to the preci- 
pitancy with which the bill had been hurried through the 
Houfe. It was, undoubtedly, highly important in many 
points of view, and yet three days had been deemed fufB- 
cient for the difcuffion of a queftion of fuch magnitude. He 
faid he had, that morning, looked into the hiftory of the bill 
of 1 784, and found that its progrefs had alfo been marked 
witli limilar hafte, when only a few Peers attended the 
Houfe ; yet to that welUdigeftea law we are now called to look 
up for the government of our dominions, and the manage- 
ment, of the affairs of the Eaft-India Company. 

Could he have conceived that fuch precipitancy could have 
been fuffered to prevail, he certainly fhould have attended 
the firft day, when the bill was brought up. Unwilling as 
he was to trouble the Houfe, although he had much reafoti 
to thank the noble members for their kind indulgence to his 
feeble arguments, yet he fhould have called for papers-«-he 
fliould have demanded the Court of Direftors to appear at 
the bar of that Houfe, and upon their oaths have declared 
what conflrudlion they had put upon the a6l of 1784, and 
have anfwered whether they had confidered themfelves as 
having furrendered all the power and patronage of the Com- 
pany, the origination of difpatches,. and the application of 
the revenues, into the hands of the Board of Control. And 
jcven if this queftion had been affirmed, he was bound in du- 
ty to oppofe the prefent bill, as a mofl dangerous tfxtenfion 
of power, which he was welj ^flared would alarm the neigh- 
bouring powers. 

He believed that the affairs of the Company abroad could 
not be in better hands than they were at prefent. He refleft- 
cd with pleafure on his being the firft man who had fuggeft- 
ed the name of Lord Cornwallis as a proper perfon to affume 
the reins of government in Bengal, and Sir Archibald Camp- 
bell had been appointed by him Governor of Jamaica on the 
recommendation of merit folely ; for it was \jrell known that 
fome of that gentleman's relations werehoftile to his politics; 
^t he defired that the Board of Control might be limited to 
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the powers of control, and not invefied with the powers o{ 
appropriation. Power was a dangerous pngine in ^f^hatever 
hands it was placed. 

His Lordfhip declared it was a pleafing reflection to him, 
{that at the concIuHon of the late peace> he and his col}eagiiei« 
in ofEce had laid down their plan for the coududi of India 
affairs. It was, to fuffer the patronage to remain in thp hands 
of the Company, but to controul them fo far as to divert 
their attention trom the idle fchemes of power and extenfioi) 
of territory, to the more folid and beneficial views of trade, 
from which he was convinced that every permanent degree 
of ilrength and power muft ultimately be derived to a comr 
mercial country. He was convinced that the Company, un- 
der proper regulations, (which he again averted were qbfo- 
lutely necefTary to he immediately entered upon) might exr 
tend the trade to a very great degree indeed. It would not 
be too bold, perhaps, to aflert, that in a few years, it might 
be increafed ten-fold. His Lordfhip then pointed out the 
diflferent parts of that quarter of the globe where frefli fource^ 
of trade might be difcovered, and applied tp the infinite bene- 
fit of the kingdom. He appealed tpthe Houfe upon the dan- 
gerous tendency of the bill; but added, let the fate of the 
queftion be what it may, (perhaps it was already determined) 
ne mufl refl fatisfied in having done his duty to his country 
and poflerity, in having given his determined oppoiitioil 
to the bill. 
r erd Lord Sydney rofe to fpeak to a few faSs that had been men- 
Sydney, tioned by Lord Stormont and Lord Loughborough in the 
courfe of the debate. He related the circumflanpes of the 
tranfa6lion relative to Mr. HoUond, who had, at one time, 
been named Governor of Madras, and his nomination an* 
nulled, declaring that the reafon had been, at that parti- 
cular period, thjt the arrangement of the payment of the 
debts of the Nabob of Arcot, was to be the firft meafure 
to be proceeded on by the new governor on his arrival at 
Fort St. George, and as Mr. Hollond was himfelf a very con- 
fiderable creditor, it was deemed unfif that he ftiould go tp 
Madras as Governor, under fuch circumflances. With regard 
to the agreement alluded to by the noble Vifcount, he never 
had heard a fyllable gf an^y fuch paper before the noble Vifcount 
mentioned it. 
Dake oi ' The Duke of Richmond rofe to clear himfelf from a reflec- 
Richmond.tion pf Lord Lough borourgh, on his conduS in regard to his 
having declared that he had oppofed the bill of 1784, becaufe 
it went the length which the Declaratory bill imputed to it as 
its true conflrufSlion, and^ yet, at the fame time, obftfrved 
that he (hould fupport that bill. The Duke declared that 
this was eafilv folved and explained* ' The prefent bill CQnfiii* 
' ' ■ ei 
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jed of two diftin£): parts, it$ expofition pf the z6k of 1784, and 
of feveral enaSing claufes, containing checks and reftraints 
upop that patronage, the unreilrained exercife of which ha4 
o^en hisreafon fordifapproving and oppofing the a£t of 1784* 
Hcmuft necefTarily agree to an expofition ot the a£l of 1784, 
inrhich perfectly coincided with what he had at the time of 
paiiing that ad, ftated to he its true conflruflion; and he 
could not but approve of every refiraint, put upon the exercifo 
of patronage. }ic denied that thefe claufes were meant as 
covers, and indignantly repelled the imputation of their hav- 
ing befin moved with that intention. The Duke exprefled hi| 
wifhe^ that parties would forbear running at each other, butt 
on the contrary, look dire£Hy apd ferioufly to the great con- 
fideption, what ought ultimately to be done with India. We 
had f he territories there in polfeffion, and we muft either pro- 
te& and defends or abandon them altogether. Something 
decifiye mu/l foon be determined* With regard to the noble 
Liord who had condu£ted affair; during the American war, he 
pever had entertained the leaft perfonal difrefped to him ; at 
that timie Jie could not poffibly entertain any; yet fearing that 
the noble Lord might z€t upon fipilar principles with thofe 
exemplified in his conduS 01 the American war, he had declar« 
ed that he did nojt chpofe to take part in an adminiAration with 
jhat noble Lord. 

The Marquis of LanJJown rofe to explain refpe&ing the Marqms 06 
word Covers. He faid, he had charged no man with inten- Lanfdowa. 
tionally moving the claufes as covers* r 

Lord Stormontt in reply to what had fallen from Lord Syd- Lord 
ncy, refpefling the appointment of Mr. HoUond to the Stotmont. 
government ofMadra^ faid, he was rather furprifed that the 
noble Lord had not heard of that tranfa£lion. 1 his was a 
proof that he had not always a comniuoication with his col- 
leagues in office. 

The Earl of Qarlijl^ obfcrved that the poble Duke's opinion ^^\^ 
of .the checks was nugatory and abfurd. ^\ - 

The Hoqfe divided on the queftion, that this bill do pafs, 
yvhen the numbers were, Contents 71 ; Not Contents 28. 

^Jajority for the bill 4^. The Houfe adjourned. 

PU Mar. i^th March, 

The order of the day for the third reading of the India De- 
claratory bill being read, the fame was put and carried. 
It was then moved, *' that this bill do pafs." 
And the (jueAion being put, it was carried in the affirmative. 

piffentienf, 

Becaufe we oh]e€t altogether to the very ftyle and form of 
the prefent bill, mafmuch as it purports to be i Declaratory 
t^ill of a kiod as dangerous in its application as it is certainly 
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uoufual, if not new, in its principle. If the z& of the 24th 
of His Majefty be clearly expreffed, any declaration of its 
fenfe is evidently unneceflary j if it be worded, whether from 
accident or defign, in dark equivocal termS; we conceive, 
that, in order to do away every ambiguity, the mode moft 
open and candid in itfelf, as well as moft r^ular and conform- 
able to the ufage of Parliament, would have been by a bill to 
explain and amend, and not to declare. And we cannot but 
behold this extraordinary hill with yet greater alarm, when it 
has been avowed that it is intended to operate as an ad of in- 
demnity for pad meafures not explicitly ftated. Surely it it 
a propofition abfurd and monllrous on the very face of i*, to 
call upon this Houfe to declare whtit was and is law, fubjefi 
to provifions which fhall be. A declaration fo qualified is 
a new fpecies of bill of indemnity, which, unlike all others, 
does content itfelf with holding forth terms of protedlion 
againft the penal confequences of an illegall aA committed, 
but retrofpedtively alters and reverfes the nature and eilence 
ofthea£lion itfelf from its very origin, if certain profpeftivc 
conditions be fubfcquently obferved. 

2dly. Becaufe the preamble of the prefent bill, which muft 
be prefumcd to fet forth the legal grounds of the propofed 
declaration, does not appear to us in reality to contain any 
fuch grounds. It offers nothing more than partial and pieced 
extradis from various fedions of the 24th of His prefent Ma- 
jefty, two of which evidently coftvcy only general powers to 
be cxerifed ** in fuch manner as in the faid aft is direftcd,** 
that is, fubjeiSt to limitations and modifications not recited in 
the preamble; and the third of thefe extradsi which is taken 
from the conclufion of the 1 ith fedlion of the ad above men- 
tioned, is in truth part of theclaufe imperative on the Direcr 
tors, not enabling to the Commiffionersi binding the former 
to obey the orders of the latter, (that is, all fuch orders as they 
may lawfully ill'ue under other parts of the aft) but not con- 
ferring on the latter any portion of diftind power. Their 
powers, whatever they may be, muftbe fought in the enabling 
claufes of the ad, by which alone this imperative claufe can 
be con ft rued, but of which not a trace is to be difcovered in 
the preamble. 

3dly. Becaufe the limitations and reftraints on the power 
of the Commiflioners, which are now impofed for the firft 
time ill this Bill, carry with them an imitation highly dero- 
gatory to the honour and wifdom of this Houfe; inafmu.ch as 
f+iey imply, that in the very moment when this Houfe felt 
the moft tender apprehenfions for the fafety of chartered 
rights, and when they were moftanxioufly alarmed for the confi- 
qiiences of transferring the power and patronage of the Com- 
pany even for a time, they^onfcioufly and deliberately pafled 
^n ad, by which thofe rights were to be fuperfeded, ai:d that 

^Qwer 
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power and patronage in effe£l vefted in the Board of Control 
for ever, without fuflScient checks and guards to protedt the 
one, or to prevent the corrupt ufe of the other. The authors 
of thefe limiting and reftraining claufes have left to the ma- 
jority of this Houfe no other refuge from the imputation of 
this mconiiftencyy but in an ignorance of that meaning, which 
we are now called upon to declare. 

4thly. Becaufe, if any fuch limitations and reftraints be 
indeed neceifary, the provifions of this bill, we are perfuaded, 
muft prove nugatory and inefficient. 

5thly. Becaufe coupling the aft of the 24th of His Majefty 
with all its accumulated explanations and amendments, and 
nnderftanding the powers there conferred on the Commif- 
fioners to the extent implied in the preamble and limiting 
claufes of the prefent bill, the fyftem eftabliihed by that a6k, 
in truth, realizes all the dangers which were ever attributed to 
another meafure then recently rejected by this Houfe, and is 
certainly fruitful of formidable mifchiefs proper to itfelf, 
friendly to corrupt intrigue and cabal, hoflile to all good go- 
vernment, and especially abhorrent frorn the principles of our 
popular conftitution. 

The patronage of the Company (and this feems to be the 
moft ferious terror to the people of England) the Commif- 
iioners enjoy in the worft mode, without that refponfibility 
which is the natural fecurity againft malverfation and abufe. 
They cannot immediately appoint, but they have that weight 
of recommendation and influence, which muft ever infeparably 
-attend on fubftantial power, and which in the prefent cafe has 
not any where been attempted to be denied. 

Should this fail them in the firft inftance, they can intimi- 
date and encourage; they can fupprefs the approbation and 
the cenfure of the Direftors on their own fervants; they can 
fubflitute blame for praife ,and praife for blame, or they may 
inftantly recall whomfoever the Direftqrs may appoint againu 
their will; and this they njay repeat, till they ultimately com- 
pel the DireSors, harrafled and over-awed, to nominate the 
man whom the Commiffioners may wifti to favour. Nor is 
this difpofal of patronage without refponfibility, the only evil 
that charadlerlzes the fyftem; all the high powers and prero- 
gatives with which the Commiffioners are vefted, they may 
exercife invifibly, and thus, for a period at leaft, invade, per- 
haps in a great meafure finally baffle all political refponfibility; 
for they have a power of adminiftering to their clerks and 
other officers an oath of fecrecy framed for the occafion by 
themfelves; and they poffefs in the India Houfe the fufpicious 
inftrument of a Secret Committee, confifting only of the 
Chairman, the Deputy Chairman, and one other Diredlor, 
all bound to them by an oath. Through thefe they have fent 
an arrangement for paying the debts of the Nabob of Arcor, 
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beneficiarto individuals, injurious to the Company, and fun- 
damentally contradidling the plain principle of an expreft 
claufe in that very aft by which their own Board was infti- 
tuted ; and through thefe they have concurred to tranfmit a 
difpatch, altered too by themfelves, on a fubje^tof There trade, 
over which they profefs to difclaim all right of managements 
After fuch examples we muft confefs, that out imaginations 
cannot figure to us any defcription of bufinefs, which may 
not be fheltcred behind the thick veil of the Secret Com- 
mittee; and from our paft experience, relative to the firftof 
thefe tranfaftions, we are fo juftly fenfible of the great ad- 
vantages with which the fervants of the Crown rotf ft afgue od 
fuch topics before an aflembly conftitutionally difpof^foa 
general confidence in them, that we fhould be fangulne in* 
deed, did we but expe£l: any confiderable check to be given to 
the poffible mifconduft of the Board of Control, by the fears 
of'a parliamentary inquiry. 

6thly. Becaufe the operation of this bill, and of the a^i 
the meaning of which it is to declare, ought to have been 
limited to the duration of the exifling Charter. Whatever 
maybe thei right of the Legiflature^to fubjedk the trade and 
the general revenues of the Company to the infpedion and 
control of the Board of Commiffioners, nominated by the 
Crown, fo long as the Company continue in the enjoyment 
of an exclufive trade, and in the management of great 
territorial revenues, we mufl, however, maintain, that to 
perpetuate fuch infpeftion, and to render the fignatures of 
that Board necefTary to all the Company's difpatches of every 
kind, when ihey may carry on their trade merfely a Commer- 
cial Corporation, without any monopoly, and when they 
may remain in the management only of their own proper 
eftates, is a meafure of injuftice wholly unprecedented, and 
an example liable to much reafonablejealoufy in a commercial 
country like Great Britain. 

On all thefe grounds of ohjedlion; to the ftyle and form 
of the bill, as a Declaratory bill; to the incongruities, abfur- 
dities, and deficiencies of the bill itfelf; to much of the prin- 
ciple, and to all the diflinguifhing charafters of the fyftem 
which it is meant to declare, as well as to the perpetual oper- 
ation which it gives to that fyftem, we think it incumbent 
upon us, here folemnly on the Journals of Parliament, to re- 
cord our hearty difTent for the fatisfadlion of our confciences, 
and forourjuftificationtoour fellow-citizens, and to poflcrity, 

Portland, Sandwich, Bedford, 

Carlisle, Cholmondeley Loughborough, 

Df.vonsfiire, Powis, Fitzwilliam, 

PORTCIIESRER, CaRDIFF, SCARBOROUGH, 

Derby, Craven, Buckinghamshire 

DJJfpnicnt for l\\^ fuft. it^^Jotv ovvl^^ Hay. ffgdnefdaj^ 
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IVednefday^ l6th of Apr'iU 

The Earl of Abingdon prefented a petition from the pri- Earl of 
foners confined fpr debt in Oxford gaol, and the fame being -^^i'^S^o"* 
read, was ordered to lie on ihe table. 

His Lordfllip introduced the petition with the following 
Ipeech : 

My Lords, 

The paper which I have in my hand is a Petition from 
the Debtors confined in the Gaol of Oxford^ in confequence 
of the bill now pending before your Lordfhips for the relief 
of Infolvent Debtors. It came to me from Lord Wenman, 
one of the Members for the county, to whom it was tranf- 
mitted; and it is at his defire that I prefent it to your Lord- 
fliips. But, my Lords, in doing this, I mufl apprife your 
Lordftiips, that it is without any intention on my part to 
give my fuiFrage or fupport to the bill, to which this petition 
refers; nor, indeed, to any other bill that fliall come before 
this Houfe under the fame circumftances, and in the fame 
queftionahle fhape that this does. For, my Lords, whatever 
refpedt I may have, for the abilities of noble Lords, and 
particularly for thofe of the noble Lord who is the author of 
this bill, there is, in the inveftigation of the fubje£l- matter of 
it, fuch an infinite degree of profeflional knowledge in the 
laws of the land required, as to make me doubt at leafl of the 
propriety of a meafure that has not had this fandtion for its 
recommendation. And therefore, my Lords, until 1 fliall fee 
the noble Lord on the Woolfack, with the reft of the Law 
Lords of this Houfe, calling for the afliftance of the Judges 
of the land, and all united in making fo great an alteration 
in the laws and cuftoms, nay, I will fay in the very confti- 
tution of the country; my aflent mufl be with-held to any 
other proceeding difftring in defcription from this. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Thurfday^ i "jth Jptil. 
No material debate occurred. 

Friday^ iZth April. 

Earl Stanhope moved, that the report of the Committee Earl 
might be taken into confideration. The fame was read, to Staulioptf. 
getherwith the {landing orders.. The amendments propofed, 
an.l which conflituted the report, were to introduce behind 
the Throne the fons of Scots Peers. Earl Stnnhope*faid, that 
an idle report had gone forth, that the objedl of his motion 
was, to exclude every perfon out of the Houfe, even Members 
of the Commons. It was true, (he added) that the ftridl and 
literal meaning of the flanding orders were to thatefle6l; but,^ 
furely, his principles in favour of a free communication of fen- 

VoL.XXlV, ; Yy \\^vft. 
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timent, fo far as it was compatible with the refpeS due to thedig- 
nity of the Houfe, were fo well known, that he was furprized 
how any perfon could entertain an idea, that he could wifli to 
break off the freedom of accefs and communication betweea 
the two Houfes. His Lordlhip, then, explained the purport 
of his amendment to the {landing order, and moved that it 
' might be entered upon the roll of ftanding orders. 
Duke of J he Duke of Norfolk rpoved another amendment in favour 

Norfolk, ^f pggrsvvho are not qualified to vote, becaufe they flood 
under the predicament of a non-conformity to the Church 
eftablifhment. He was very happy to hear, that the noble 
Earl had no intention to interrupt the mutual accommodation 
between the two Houfes. 
The Lord The Lord Chancellor obferved, that if any impropriety or 
Chancellor, irregularity arofe from the admiffion of ft rangers, the remedy 
was always in their own hands, as the ftanding orders could 
always he moved to be put in force, whenever any of the 
noble Lords faw the neceffity for doing fo — at prefent he faw 
no reafon to complain; the principal officers and the door- 
keepers had done their duty with ftri6l propriety, and the bar 
had been kept with the ftridleft order and decorum. A few 
other colloquial obfervations were dropped, and Earl Stan- 
hope's motion was carried without a divifion. The whole of 
the ftanding orders were, of courfe, re-entered upon the roll^ 
with Earl Stanhope's amendments. 

The order of the day was read, and the Duke of Athol 

moved to call in counfel to be heard on the merits of the 

ele£lion of Scotch Peers. 

Lord Lord Loughborough recapitulated the former proceedings, 

Loughbo- g^nd obferved, tliat as the cafe was already clofed on the return, 

°"^ * counfel could not now be called on the merits without regular 

notice, and an order of the Houfe for that purpofe. 

He fummed up the arguments of the counfel, and faid, that 
as nothing had been advanced in fupport of Anderfon's claim 
to the title of Lord Rutherford, their Lordfliips could have no 
doubt that he had no right to vote, and that the Lord Re- 
gifter's Clerks onght not to have received the lifts figned by 
him. Their Lordlhii>s had heard that he claimed as being 
defcended from the aunt of David Drury, to whom the Houfe 
in 1762 had given farther time to make good his claim to the 
title of Rutherford, and had made an order that until he did 
fo, no perfon ftiould he allowed to vote at the eledlion of 
Scots Peers by the title of Rutherford. This order was bind- 
ing on the Lord Regifter and his deputies, and in admitting 
the vote of Anderfon, they had been guilty of a breach of the 
privileges of the Houfe. 

He had three motions which he intended to make. 
Firft, That the vote of Rutherford ought to be ftricken off 
the poll, and the return anjended, 

adly. 
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2(117, That the Lord Regifter's deputi/ s ought to have con* 
formed to their Lordftiips* order of 1762, and not have re- 
ceived it. 

3dly, That they fliould be called to the bar and reprimand- 
ed for having difobeyed that order. 

On the legality of the vote it was nnneceflary to fay any 
thing, as nothing had been advanced in fupport of it. In 
behalf of the regifter clerks it had been argued by their counfel 
that they were merely minifterial and not judicial officers; 
that they were not obliged to know of the order of 1762, nor 
bound by it if they did; and that they mufl receive and record 
the vote of any perion claiming a right to vote under any 
title on the roll, or of twenty perfons claiming under the 
fame title. But this was a dodlrine too abfurd to be enter- 
tained. They were bound by the order 1762, and were as 
much the fervants of their Lordfliips in cafes of eleftion, as 
Sheriffs were of the Houfe of Commons ; and they had on 
almoft all former occafions aftcd judicially, of which he could 
produce many inftances- Were they not to be confidered ia 
this point of view, any perfon whatever, even a porter from 
the ftreet, might be admitted to vote for the Reprefentatives 
of the Scots Peerage, and there might be, not one or two, but 
lixteen, falfe returps made at one^tjme, which could only be 
correfled by petition to their Lordfliips. Were they to be 
, fuffered to a6t wrong with impunity, under the plea that they 
adled miniflerially, they might return whom they pleafed, 
and rejedl whom they pleafed. 

He concluded with moving his firft refblution. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, the Duke of Athol's motion mufl The Lord 
firfl be difpofed of ; although he did not fee how counfel could Clianccllor. 
be called in after the cafe was clofed. 

Lord Cathcart remarked that he had proceeded by the dif- Lord 
cretion^of the Houfe, and it would be contrary to juflice to Cathcait 
decide on hearing only one fide of the queflion. Whatever 
might he the fate of Lord Rutherford's vote, the right of Lord 
Colville's ought to be tried before their Lordfhips came to a 
decifion. 

This produced a defultory converfation on the proper mode 
of proceeding, and it was at length, on the fuggeflion of Earl 
Stanhope, agreed that thepraflice of the Houfe of Commons, 
in fimilar cafes, fhould be followed, viz. to decide firfl on 
the return, and afterwards on the merits. The Duke of 
AthoJ withdrew his motion, and Lord Loughborough's was 
. put with fome alteration. 

The Lord Chancellor ^h'ld that, in his opinion, the vote of The Lord 
Rutherford did not relate to the return, but to the merits. It Chancellor* 
did not appear whether Anderfon claimed under Drury, or 
under a claim diflinft fromhis ; and he doubted whether their 
l-ord£hips could make fuch an order asl\xax o5 \*]^X* '^AR' ^\^ 

Y y z ^^^ 
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not mean to fay that any thing was phyfically impoffible t 
jin affembly, over which there was no contrpl, and againft 
whofe decifions there was no appeal. All he meant was, that 
^n order to bar the rights of any individual, could be made 
only by an affumption of power, not by any conftitutional 
exercife of authority. He controverted Lord Loughborough's 
doftrine with regard to the duty of the regifter clerks, and re-i 
peated what he had advanced on a former occafion, that it 
would be for the honour and advantage of the Scots Peerage to 
have all doubtful claims fettled by the Court of Sefljoq, fub- 
jeft to the review of the Houfe of Lords. 

If therp was any one principle to be more highly prized, or 

more carefully guarded in a free government than any other, 

it was, that a court poffefling original, fliou^ld nut exercife 

final jurifditlion ; and that a court exercifing final, fhould 

not poffefs original jurifdidlion, The original jurifdiftionex? 

ercifed by their Lordftiips had fprung from their care of their 

privileges, and they ought to be cautious how they extended 

it. 

Lord Lord Stormont obferved, that the Peers of Scotland poflefle4 

Stormont. ^11 the privileges which their Lordlhips enjoyed, except the 

moft valuable one^ that of an hereditary feat in Parhament j 

. and he trjifted the Houfe would not fend them to eftablilh 

their titles before an inferior tribunal. Their Lordlhips 

were feated on the ferene fummit which 

tJec venti concutiunt neque nuhila n'lmhis 
Jfpergunt 

And he conjured them not to facrifice thofe who were placed 
beneath them in thevafe, to hardfhips which they themfelve* 
were not expofed to fuffer, nor to reduce them to the neceffity 
of courting the favour, or contending with the caprices of re- 
gifler clerks. 

Earl Radnor and Earl Morton oppofed the refolution. 

Lord Kinnaird fupported it. 
The Houfe divided; Contents, 25 ; Not contents, 18^ 

Lord Cathcart confequently loft his feat. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

No debate took place until 

W^dnefda^^ 2'^d Jprtl. 

f^opd When Lord Kinnaird moved y " That the petitions on the 

Kinnaird. << j^^.^ jj^otch elcdion might be deferred to a more diftant day 
" than the next enfuing Friday, becaufe the Earl of Dumfries 
^' within that fpace, would not have a convenient time toaci^ 
** vife with his counfel." His Lord/liip did not wifh to pro- 
f faftinate, but only defired an indulgence till Monday. 

The 
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The Lord Chancellor was willing that a proper period fliould The Lord 
be given to every one, to defenii l.i^ clr-iT • hiit bo t^ioueht ChinccU«c 
jhat,a iufficient fpace had heen allowed alrciuly. I \\:- urclcnt 
quellion had been adjourned from time to time, and proper 
ppportunities had arifen tor providing every neceflary inftruc- 
tion for counfel. Befides, he faw feveral Lords in their places 
who had efpouied the caufe of the Earl of Dumfries, and fuf- 
fered Friday next to be named without ohje6lion. The Houfe '' 
was now very thin, and he hoped the noble Lord would not 
prefs his motion at this inftant. 

A few words pafTed in converfation between Lord Loughv 
'borough, the Chancellor, and Lord Kinnaird ; when the mo- , 
pon was withdrawn. 

The Earl of Hopetoun prefented a petition from Lord Col- 
ville of Ochihree, praying, ** That he might be acquainted 
^' with the fubjedi: of objection to his vote, in order that he 
** might be guarded againft the attack upon his title, and that 
** he might be enabled to meet it with the preparation that 
f^ it required." 

The petition was ordered to be placed upon the table^ ' 
The Houfe adjourned. 
No debate occurred until 

Friday, 2^th JpriL 

The order of the dav being read for taking into confidera* 
tion the petitions of the Earl of Dumfries, Lord Cathcart, 
and Lord Colvjlle, 

TfOrd Hopetoun prefented a petition in behalf of Lord Col- 
ville, whole vote was ohjedled to by Lord Cathcart, praying 
that the Houfe would order Lord Cathcart to flate his objec- 
tions to the vote particularly, and not in the general and loole 
manner his Lordfhipbad objedled to it, and on fuch objeSions 
being made, the petition prayed that fufficient time might be 
allowed toLordColyille to confult with his counfel, and give 
in an anfwer. 

The Lord Chancellor fpggefted the propriety of rather pror Th* Lor. 
ceeding to the order of the day, than receiving the petition, ChanccUc 
which he hoped their Lordihips would at that time lejedV. 

The order of the day being read for farther procecdmg on 
the Scotch ele£lion, counfe;l were called to the bar in fupport 
of and againft the vote of Lord Colville. 

Mr. Anftruther proceeding in favour of Lord Colville,. 

Lord Kinnaird rofe, and moved, *'\ That the counfel with- Lord 
^* draw;-' and being withdrawn, a long converfation took Kianaird 

flace, in which the Lord Chancellor, the Duke of Athol, 
.ords Loughborough, H^wkeftjury, and Sydney, fpoke ia 
favour of the counfel proceeding : the Lords Hopetoun, Kin^ 
paird; Staphop?, and Radnor, were againft their profceeding. 
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Lord Radnor then moved, " That it is not neceflary that 
** the objedlions intended to he made to the vote of Lord 
" Colville, be farther fpecified before the hearing of thepeti^ 
" tion of William Shaw Lord Cathcart." * 

The previous queftion was put, " That the faid quefiionbe 
" now put." It was refolved in the negative., 

The Houfe adjourned, 

Monday^ 2ith Jpril. 

Mr. Anftruther was heard in fupport of the vote of Lord 
Colville, who gave his fuffrage at the late ele6ilon in favour 
of the Earl of Dumfries. As Mr. Anftruther was proceeding^ 
in his defence of the vote, the Lord Chancellor put a direft 
queftion to him refpefling the branch of confanguinity undef 
which the voter claimed his right of voting. No dired; or fa- 
tisfadtory anfwer being given, and the Houfe being fatisfied, 
the queftion was put that the vote of Lord Colville be reje£l- 
cd. — Ordered. 

By this determination, Lord Cathcart tvas again declared 
dulyeledted. 

^The Houfe adjourned. 

The next material debate occurred on 

Monday^ ^th May* 

Lord Raivdon rifing, expreffed his concern that the bill 
which he had the honour to introduce for the relief of infol- 
vent debtors, which then ftood for the fecond reading this day, 
had been poftponed, in his abfence, to Monday the 19th; a 
day on which, in all probability, as an inftallation was expefl- 
ed to take place, there would not be that full attendance of 
the Peers, which the magnitude of the bill required, inde- 
pendent of the hardftiip arifing from the delay to a large num- 
ber of meritorious, although unfortunate, men, who anxioully 
hoped the humanity of their Lordftiips would fpeedily liberate 
them froiTi imprifonment and diftrefs, to liberty and the 
means of obtaining fupport. He therefore trufl^d, that, on 
the day now fixed, the bill would be read the fecond time, 
without any attempts, in the interval, to adjourn it. That 
the Houfemight, in feme mcafure, judgeof the hard/hips un- 
der which this defcription of per fens laboured, he prefented a 
petition from the debtors confined in Newgate, and ftated fome 
of the allegations contained in it. 

The petition was ordered to He upon the table. 

The order of the day was then read, and the Houfe refolved 
itfelf into a Committee, on the bill for the regulation of places 
of public entertainments \ to which a claufe was annexed in 
favour of Sadler's Wells. 

Lord Hawke took his feat at the table, and cdunfel were 
cailed to the bar *, Mr. "tiMtv^, loi MCv^^'^, ^o^^l Grove j 
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Mr. Philips, for the Circus ; and Mr. Garrow, for the Roy- * 
alty Theatre; in fupport of the leveral petitions prefented, 
praying to have the fame indulgences as thofe granted to Sad- 
ler's Wells. Mr. Shepherd, for the proprietors of the Wells, 
replied. Mr. King, of Drury- lane theatre, and Mr. Lloyd, 
were examined in favour of the claim of the Wells, and Mr. 
Aftley, the younger, for that of his father. 

Counfel having withdrawn, the farther proceedings were 
poftponed to the fifft Monday after the recefs. 

The Duke of Norfolk moved, " That the bill for licenfing Dake ' 
" a theatre at Brighthelmftone be now read." He ftated,»f NorfoU^. 
that there was not the leaft opposition to the bill from any 
quarter, nor could the eftabliftiing a theatre in that town prove 
of the leaft injury, the place being merely a refort in the fum- 
roer months for perfons of fafliion, and not a conftant reii- 
dence for any manufafturers, w.hom public entertainments 
might eftrange from the purfuits of induftry. The paffing of 
the bill would therefore be a dtfirable objeft to both refidents 
and vifitors. 

The Lord Chancellor wifhed the noble Duke to fufpend his The Lord 
motion, and profeffed himfelf averfe to partial licenfes. In C^*°<*^^ 
general, it had been too often the cafe, that perfons of pro- 
perty and influence had, thcough thefe means, obtained ex- 
clufive rights, highly injurious to thofe whofc entertainments, 
if not fuperior, had at leaft equal merit and morality. The 
public had often wondered at thefe circumftances, which feemed 
to impeach the juftice of our laws. If a theatre was neceflary 
for the good of a town, and the amufcment of its frequenters, 
the Juftices of the Peace for the county, or a majority of them 
at the quarter fefEons, were the heft judges of that neceflity, 
and of the proper perfon on whom the licenfe fliould be be- 
llowed. 

The Duke of iVor/o/^ remarked, that the magi ftrates not DuVcof 
having that power, the perfons who had eredled the theatre Norfolk, 
had noother mode than applying to Parliament. They were 
anxious for their Lorclfliips' decifion ; in their prefent uncer- 
tainty, it was impoflible they could make engagements," or 
take any other fteps for opening, this feafon, a playhoufe at 
Brighthelmftone, which that town had as much right to as 
the cities of York or Edinburgh. 

The Lord Chancellor e\ph\ned, and faid, that fince he en- The Lord 
tered the Houfe, he underftood it was the intention of a noble Chancellor. 
Lord (Radnor) to introduce a bill, which, in fome meafure, 
agreed witji the idea he had thrown out, and he wiflied the 
noble Duke at prefent not to prefs the fecond reading. 

Lord Radnor faid a few words againft the fecond reading at 
this time. 

The Duke accordingly withdrew his motion. 

Lord 
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Lord Radnor then brought in a bill for explaining and 
amending the a£^s of George the Second, relative to ftage en- 
tertainments, and to impower the magiftrates of counties, 
under certain reftriclions, to grant licenfes ; which was read 
the firft time. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

No point of importance fufficient to make it neceflary. for' 
us to trelpafs upon the time of our readers, took place, until 

Monday^ l^ih May, 

The order of the day being read, the Houfe refolved itfelf 
into a Committee, LfTd Scarfdale in the chair. 
»'^cKarlcf ^^^ '^^^^^ ^^ Sandvjuh moved, " That evidence be called to 
adwich. ** the bar to prove the expenditure of Sadler's Wells." He 
remarked, that, in a former flage of the hufinefs, when evi- 
dence had been adduced relative to the fums laid out on othef 
places of public entertainment, the proprietors of the Wells, 
not knowing that i'uch proofs were neceflary, attendc;d unpre- 
pared in this particular. 

The Lord Chancellor was againft hearing farther evidence. 
This brought on a converfation between the two noble Peers ; 
the Lord Chancellor, at length, waved his obje^ion, and Mr, 
Arnold was called to the bar, who proved, that fince the year 
1764, the proprietois had expended fifty-live thoufand pounds^ 
exclufive of the falaries paid to performers. The evidence 
being withdrawn, the clerk proceeded to readthe bill, claufe 
by claufe, until he came to that which limits the performance 
of certain fpecies oF entertaiiinients only to Sadlei's Wells. 
Lord The L'jrdCkanccHor obfervcd, that even from the flight 

Chancellor, attention which he had paid to the bill, its operations appear- 
ed in fo opprcflive a point of view, that he iliould, from puie 
principles of jullicc, move fome amendments. The bill, as 
it ,now llood, would entirely prevent the performance of fimi- 
lar entertainments at other places of public refort. This was . 
a monopoly by no means, in his op nion, reconcileable to. 
rcafon and rcjuity. It was true, the evidence had proved the 
expenditure of fifty-live ilioufand pounds in twenty- tour years, 
but this was nothing more than the wear and tear of a theatre; 
fcenes would decay, and dreffes gro\v old. {\\ faid his Lord- 
fliip, I am wrong, I am cc rtain L fliall he correfted by two 
noble Peers in my eye, (Duke of RichvriO id and Lord Derby) 
who have had fc>me little reafons to be better informed on 
tludo ful^jccls than I can pretend to be. 'Hie Chancellor con-^ 
tinuing liis remarks, profeiT-d himfelf a friend to the rights 
and property of the Royal Theatres, but could by no means 
think that the patentees would receive a greater injury from 
the Royalty, Aitley's, or the Circus, under proper reftric- 
tions, ilian from Sadler's Wells, whofe |)roprietors now came 
forward with the niodtll plea of being the aldeft offenders 

againft 
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againft the law, in order to induce their Lordihips to puniJli^ 
the junior criminals, and reward them for their veterar) con- 
tumacy* The Chancellor hinted, that the proper mode woutd 
have heen to bring in a bill to enable his Majefty to exercife 
his authority out of the Royal refid^nce; but perhaps it was 
going rather too far to circumfcribe places of entertainment^ 
which this bill did within the very diftrid^ of the palace. .His 
Lrordfhip then moved, that the indulgencies contained in the 
bill, /hould extend to all thofe places of public entertainment^ 
licenfed by the Magiftrates, under the 25th of George 11. 

Lord Hppetoun faid a few words in favour of the amend- 
ment. 

Lord Sandwich wifhed the bill to go through the Commit* twi 
tee ill its prefent form, and then the other places would have "**^ 
an opportunity of bringing forward their pretenfions. He de- 
clared that he did not wifh to prefs this proportion, if the 
fenfe of the Houfe wak againft it. 

The Lord Chancellor then made fevefal motions and amend* 
ments. 

The Marquis of Carmarthen moved, ** That after the ma- Mar^jttU o( 
*• giftratcs, the wotds ** of the county^and liberties/* be add- ^"»^«*>« 
** ed," in order to include the Royalty theatre* 

The Duke of Richmond introduced a claufe to prevent the 
faleof winesor fpirituous liquors, &c» in any of the places to 
which the bill extended. 

All which were agreed to, without a diviflon^ and the bill 
x>rdered to V reported. 

The Hoofe adjourned. 

Friday t 2^d Afayy 

When the Houfe, refolved itfelf into a Committee, Lord 
Hawlce in tJie chair. 

Lc:d Fiizwilliam flated^ thaj as the Play-houfe bill now Lord 
fioosl^ particular liberties 'would be deprived of the privilege f*^*wiuiam 
j0f having theatrical reprefentations from the circumf>anc6 
of the licenfes being to be granted by the magiftrates of the 
county only. He m^entioned Peterborough, in which Ifhe 
county magiftrates had no authority, and of cuqf fe without 
'fome alteration, however ardent their \viihes might be to en* 
^y the rational amufemcnt of a theatre, they would be difap- 
pointed. 

A defultory converfation then took place, in which the * 
Duke of Norfolk, the Lord Chancellor, Lord Sandwich, and 
Lord Radnor, fpoke feveral times. 

Lord Piiaiwl/iiam then moveH an amendment for the infer* 
tion of tiie words liberties and difiriits^ after coantici, which 
was agreed tQ» 

Several otn^r arnendments were propofed and carried, ott 
one of which a divifion topk place for flxortening the diftamc* 

VoL.;5CXIV. Z% m^<^vv^t«^ 
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mentioned in the bill between the feveral theatres, from ten 
to eight miles; the numbers were; 

Contents 17, Not Contents g. Msijority 8. 

The Houfc was immediately refumed* 

Lord Rowdon rofe and faid, that in the prefent ftage of the 
bufiners he (hould content himfelf by merely moving, that 
the Infolvent Debtors bill be committed. 

The Lord Chancellor objedled to the commitment. He 
had trufled that before the Houfe had Been called on for that 
purpofe, the noble Lord would have ftated fully the nature 
and tendency of the bill.— He could not but lament the want 
of this necefiary information, for, of all the produ<^ions he 
^ had ever read, the prefent one was the moft vague, loofe^ and 

unintelligible compound of blunders and abfurdities. He was 
certain, it did not originate with the noble Lord, but had 
been drawn up by fome interefled perfon, who had impofed 
on his known humanity and love of juflice. Bills ot this 
defcription were, at all times, objefts which required the 
moft fcrupulous inveftigation; the Houfe had yearly witnefled 
inftances of their being iubmitted to their judgement, and with 
much propriety, in his opinion, had reje6ked them. The 
prefent bill embraced objeSs of larger fcale; it went to over- 
turn, in a great meafure, thofe laws which our anceftors had 
thought prudent to continue from the time of William the 
Conqueror to the prefent period. 

The Lord Chancellor then endeavoured to {hew the ineffi- 
cacy ot feveral parts of the bill, and aflerted that it would 
give additional latitude to wicked and defigning men, to prey 
iipon the honeft and induflrious part of the community, for, 
fuch were the general tenets of the prifon pcrfons, who, 
fpeaking in the mildeft terms,— ran into debt at the time 
when they were confcious they had not the means of payment; 
or, if they had^ would rather expend their property in the 
purlieus of the Bench or F'leet, then fatisfy the juft demands 
of their creditors; — Thefe were the men whom their Lord- 
fhips were now called upon to liberate, and, once more to 
afford them opportunities of plunging into their pernicious 
courfes — It might be faid that this was a harfh judgement on 
a confiderable number of people, but he feared that it was but 
too juft. — Could the noble Lord pomt out five men, who, 
after finding themfelves embarraffed in their circumftances, 
through the extravagances of country-houfes, horfes, car- 
riages, and the long train of improper diffipation, had, volun- 
tarily, given them up, and defcended to the traits of 
Affiduous induftry, to do juftice to thofe whom they had in- 
jured. If fuch characters could ba pointed out, he would 
rather that a dozen fwindlers efcape, than that fuch men 
fhould fufFcr for a moment; but whllft the prifons continued 
in the prefent manner, he found that little good would be an- 

fwcred 
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fwered by paffingthe infolvent bills. That which was meant 
for a puniflimeat for improper condu£fy ceafed to retain its 
nature. It wag his wifh to make infolvent bills anfwer the 
original intention, and then the numbers within the walls 
would bear but a fmall proportion to what. they now do. — It 
had long been the cuAom^ whenever an infolyent bill was 
pending, for perfons», by means of foroe friend, to fling them- 
felves into prifon, in order to be white-wafhed, in order to 
defiraud their juft creditors. The bill broi]ight in by the^ noble 
Lord, from the mpde in which they were to obtain their 
liberation, would give them an additional opportunity of 
efie£ting this ; by fuch a mode of giving the public notice, ' and 
hy the power of difcharge refting with the magiftrates, who 
were incompetent to fuch a taik, — Under this bill, thofe who 
had been guilty of the greateft. breaches of truft might be 
cleared, whilft a claufe particularly prevented the liberation 
of thofe imprifoncd for verdifts obtained on libels. Was this 
jufiice ? was this equity ? the Chancellor concluded, by de- 
claring he ihould vote againft the commitment. 

Lord Rcnvdon declared that he was aftonifhed that the noble Lord 
and learned Lord fliould want farther idformation, after the ^****°' 
full manner in which/he had detailed the objedls of the bill dur- 
ing its firft introduftion. He appealed to the Lords prefent 
at that time, if the aflertion was not founded. The bill might 
be loofe, vague, unintelligible, and replete with blunders and 
abfui^lities, but he little expefied to have heard thefe circum- 
ilances urged againfl: it; he fhould rather have thought it 
would have been an objeft of recommendation, after the vari- 
ous inftances Adminiftration had given in their own produc- 
tions; befides if it really was the faS, in the courfe of the 
next feflion, it would give them the pleafing opportunity of 
bringing forward their darling objeft, a declaratory bill, to 
conftrue its plain and obvious intention, into what it never 
meant to eiFe£t. Lord Rawdon declari'd himfelf perfeflly 
fatisfied with the abilities of the gentleman who drew the bill. 
He co*jld by no means fubfcribe to the learned Lord's aflTertion, 
that imprilonment for debt had exifted from the time of 
, William the Conqueror. In the days of Edward the Firft, it 
only extended to bailiffs, who purloined the revenus of their 
Lords, and was farther extended in the reign of Edward the 
Third, but then not until after execution had been obtained. 
So far from afRfting unprincipled men, it was bis intention, iix 
fome degree, to ftop that unbounded credit which was too 
promifcuoufly given. Trade had, in fad, degenerated into 
gambling ; tradefmen gave credit to thofe who had no. juft 
right to exped it, and indemnified their lofles, by exorbitant 
charges on thofe who could pay. By this conduiQ: many un- 
thinking young tnen were fearly involved in extreme difficul- 
ties from which they could never after extricate themfclves. 
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The learned Lard had indeed drawn a dark piAure oF the un- 
fortunate inhabitants of prifons ; but, furely, its truth would 
not be ailented to, . when it was confidered, that many of them 
were officerslhwho had bravely fought the battles o^ their 
country, and, on the concluCon of the war, were reduced on 
a fcanty pittance, unequal to fupport, with common decency^ 
their rank in life, and obliged to r&fide in this expenfive capital, 
in order to Iblicit a reinAatement to that rank whichj per« 
haps, they had expended the whole of their little fortunes in 
originally purchafing. The American loyalifts formed no 
fniall part of the perions intended to be relieved , thefe had 
reduced ihemfelves to their prefent lamentable fituation, by 
their firm attachment to this country ; and whiiO, for certain 
purpofes, the Minifttrr was boalling of yearly furplufles, the 
juft rigiitsof ihofc two del'criptions of meritorious "fubjefls 
werefhanvefully withfiolden ; under this diflrefs, they had con- 
traded debts without the probability of paying,-^but, they 
and their families mufteat; from the lift on the taHe deliverea 
by. the Madhal of the King'sr Bench, ir appeared that few, if 
any, of thofe friendly artifts to which ihe learned Lbrd allud- 
ed, had taken place on the introdufticn of this bill. It .would 
fully anfwer the defined purpofe by liberating the really 
unfortunate debtor only. The objedlion ftarted, that magif- 
irates were not competent to decide between debtor and 
creditor, was futile in the extreme. The law already allowed 
them to determine in cafes of felony, and, furely, inveftigat-. 
ing accounts, and doing juftice between two parties, was not 
refering %hat to them which the^r were not fully able to decide. 
Indeed, no body of perfons merited more confidence upon the 
ground of either intelligence or property, or would be lefs 
liable to improper condutt, either from ignorant or interefle;d 
motives. When he had the honour to introduce an infolvent 
hill Jaft year into that Houfe, in conjundtion with the nobl<* 
Duke (of Norfolk) the liberation of perions in executions for 
libels, was made one ground of objef^ion ; now, that being 
done away by a claufe in the prefent bill, feems to be equally 
exceptionable. — He trufted that he had anfwered the nobfo 
and learned f^ord t© the convi6lion of theHoufe, and that the 
bill would be fufFt red to go to the Committee, where it might 
be altered and amended, to meet the views of their Lordfliips-— 
to advance the caufe of humanity, and to refiore to the com- 
munity many ufeful and deferving members of fociety. 
The Earl of jibingdon rofe, and fpoke as follows ; 
My Lords, 

:^iof I do not rife to enter into the fubjeft matter of this bill; 

Diiigdon. J \^^yQ before ftated my objeftions to it, and have given my 
reafons why it ought not to be entered into at all. But, my 
Lords, adoiitting, for a moment, the neceffity and propriety 
of the meafure, in my humble opinion, the noble author of. 

It 
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it has begun at the wrong end of the bufinefs ; and infomuch 
fo as to defeat the very objeft of his own good intentions. 
For, my Lords, what is the objedl of the bill ? It is for 
•^ the relief of infolvent debtors, and of bankrupts, in cer- 
" tain cafes*'' — And how is this relief propofed to be ob- 
tained ? It is to be obtained by drawing, as it would feem, 
the lines of parity and juftice betwixt the two parties of 
debtor and creditor* But, my Lord$, does the grievance lie . 
here alone; and is it only here that relief muft be had ^ 
No J no, my Lords, there is another end to this bufinefs; 
and which, unlefs Jlr/t in the point of order, will render 
what is now before us iq/i in point of utility. Let the noble 

, ;tuthor, then, my Lords, of this bill, begin, and I will fe- 
cond him, not with the law^ but with the lawyers. My 
Lords, I beg pardon for calling the defcription of men to 
whom I allude by that refpedtable name. The title no more 
than the thing itfelf appertain to them. The right ufe of 
the law is tliat which belongs to a lawyer ; but it is* upon the 
abuji of the law that thefe vermin feed* I fay, then, my 
Lordst let us begin with thofe licenfed robbers, thofe legallfcd 
pickpockets, the fettlfogging attornies of this country, who, 
like locufts, have now fo multiplied and overfpread the land, 
that every individual feels, and cannot help to feel, the bitter 
^ffe<5>8 ot their all-devouring rapacity. My Lords, I fpeafc 
to the knowledge, I fpeakto the feelings, of your Lordlhips. 
For myfelf, I fpeak from my own experience, t'experto crede 

^ Roberto )y an experience, from which, it is true, I have 
learnt a leffon of wifdom ; but it is a lelTon which I did not 
learn without having very fqflSciently paid for it. Here,' 
thei^, my Lords, is the principium t^^fons. Let the noble* 
Lord lool^ to thefe men. Let the rod of Juftice lajh them 
intofome order and regulation; and, having laid the reftraints 
upon them, under which they ought to be, and muft be 
(fooner or later) placed, I will take upon me to »ell the no- 
ble Lord, that more than one half of his work is done: 
that his account of debtor and- creditor is nearly balanced. 
For, my Lords, is it the creditor that imprifons the debtor ? 
No, my Lords, it is the attorney. — And how? The deb- 
tor owes the creditor forty ftiillings, and he is clapped into 
prifon for forty pounds ; and perhaps the creditor alohg with 
him. — And whence does this arife ? Look to the attorney's 
bill, which, like a two-edged fword, is made fo dexteroufly 
to cut on both fides, that the creditor who gains his fuit is 
oftentimes no better off than the debtor who lofes it ; and 
thus are two imprifonments, inftead of one, effeAed. It is, 
therefore, my -Lords, not, as I have faid, to the theory of 
the law that we are to advert, (for that is found and j^ood) 
but it is to th« »w/pra£tice of the law, and thefe are the 
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malverfators of it. But, my Lords, there is one other to« 
l>\i to which, with your Lord/hips' leave, I will allude* 
This bill comes before us under the fan£tion^ and with the 
lecommendation of Humanity for its fupport; and, upon 
that grouiKl, I am right glad to meet it : for, my Lords, 
oat humanity, notwithflanding the many occafions we have 
for it at bom^j has been of late fo much occupied and em- 
ployed abroad^ has been fo diftant from ourfelves, and fo 
conne£led with others^ fo bufily at work in making the tbtt'r 
of the Eaji^ in pulling tropes and figures, and in gathering 
the oratorical flowers of hidojlariy to ftrew at your Lord- 
Ihips* feet in Wefiminfler Hall, that, like the Prodigal Son, 
tired of its prodigality, I was in hopes that our humanity 
bad returned again to reft and to remain with ourfelves: 
but, my Lords, vain and forlorn were thefe hopes in me; 
for no fooner do we welcome the return of this Prodigal 
Son among us from the Eafi^ than we hear of his intended * 
flight to the Wcjiy and from thence to the Souths to ad as a 
miiTionary among the favages of Africa, to humanize inhu- 
inanrty, to civilize negroes, to wafh the black-a-moor 
whfte. Would to God, my Lords, before this departure of 
^r humanity from hence, that (if unwilling to caft its eyes 
at home on the fpot where we are) it would be pleafed to look 
a little to the weftward of this ifland, to the kingdoni of 
Ireland, my Lords, and,, in the profufion of its bounty, to 
Ijcftow fome fmall portion of its commiferation upon the 
xufhite negroes of that country, who, under the weight and 
preffure of exaflion, are wonml up to pitches of mifery and 
diftrefs, not lurpafled, probably not equalled, by any other 
human beings exifling umler the fun of heaven : for fuch is . 
the fate of thefe haplefs wretches. And then is it, my 
Lords, that, in doing this, our humanity would acl, not as 
h does, in the very converfe of found philofophy and true 
patriotifm, but as it ought to adl ; and as, in the words of 
the Poet, is beautifully exprdled 

•* Friends, parents, neighbours, firfl we do embrace ; 
** .Our country next \ and then all human race.** 

Tn the prefent inftnnce, however, my Lords, I find our 
humanity is with us; and it being made the plea of this bill, 
I readily receive it as fuch: but, as in many other cafes, 
Humanity and Policy are at variance with each other, fo is 
it in this; for what is there in life more inhuman., both in 
theory and prad^ice, than the wars that are continually wa- 
ging ? And what is it but policy that can juflify them ? 
What is there more fliocking to humanity than the prefent 
attempts of Auftria and Ruflia to extirpate the Turks, or to 
^rive them out, and to banilli them from their owr> king- 

docQS 
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doms and countries ? And yet arguments, no l,efs than arms, 
will not be found wanting i^i defence of the meafure. Even 
fo too, my Lords, comparing little things with great, is it 
with the cafe before us ; for wjio is it whofe heart is fo ob- 
durate, and whofe nerves are fo palfied, as not to feel for the 
diftrefTes of our fellow creatures, under the circumftances 
alluded to by this bill? And if this bp fo in civil cafes, 
what /hall we fay, my Lords, when we turn our eyes on the 
criminal jurifprudence of this country, on that fanguinary 
code of laws under which it may be fajd we are made not to 
Jive but to die? And is there no alteration here wanting, 
no amendment required ? Yes, it will be anfwered ; but this 
IS looking at homey which is too concentric ap idea for the ec- 
centric abilities, the lively fancies, and the boundlefs imagi- 
nations, of our modern patriots, politicians, and orators, to 
iubmit to. But, my Lords, the truth is, thefe are thofc 
very cafes in which humanity and policy are at variance 
with each other ; for they are the cafes that are, and have 
been from time immemorial, in oppofition to their huma- 
nity, faniftioned, undejr the policy of them, by the laws of 
the land. It is, then, my Lords, between this humanity 
and this policy that we are to judge; and it is for us, as pi^ 
Jots of the ftate, fo to ufe the compafs of our underftand- 
ings, and fo to fleer our courfe, that, whilft we avoid Scylla, 
we do not run upon Chary bdis. Humanity, it is true, is a 
good thing; but " too much virtue,** (even fays the Mora- 
lift) " is vice;** and the better the thing is, the worfa, when 
mifapplied, are the confequences. But humanity too, is 
but a term in language, and, my Lords, let us beware of 
catch words. — QEconomy was the word, at one time ; at ano- 
, ther. Omnipotence of Parliament; and now Humanity is 
the /»«. Whiggifm and Toryifm, too, have had their days. 
But, my Lords, as I have faid, let us beware oi catch words: 
they fometimes lead to good, but much more often to roif- 
chief : they are too frequently the fnares of politicians, to 
catch the great as well as the little vulgar in ; and are made to 
operate, as the foldier's drum upon the foldier, not by the 
feiife, but by the found. 

Upon thd whole; then, my Lords, until, as the neceflary 
and proper data to be given, it fhall appear to me in proof, 
that we are grown fo much wifer and better, and more hu- 
mane than our anceftors were, and indeed than other nations 
of the world- even now are, I fhall take the liberty, upon, 
this occafion, as well as upon others, to feft upon my arms, 
and not be fo ready to enllft under, and to follow a ftapdard 
that may lead to good; but which, fo far as praftice and ex- 
perience fli^vs, is much more likely to be produdive of 
cviK* 
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The Houfe divided; Non-contents, 48 ; Contents; 1 3, 
Majority, 35- . 

The bill of courfe was rejeded. , ^ " 

The Houfe adjourned. 

No oiaterial debate followed that upon the infolVent bill, 
until 

Monday^ 2^d June ; 

When the order of the day being read for hearing counfel 
in fupport of the petitions from the theatres in the Haymarket, 
Drury-Lane, and Cavent-garden, with refpedl to the inter- ' 
lude bill, counfel were called in, and having argued agaiiift 
the amendments made by their Lordfhips in the introduflion 
of the Royalty Theatre, the Royal Grove, and the Royal 
Circus, into the bill, tl\ey withdrew. 
Duke of The Duke of JC/VAwoW obferved, that though the counfel 
Richmond j^^j argued againft the amendments, they had not, in his opi- 
nioni oflFered fuflBcient objedlions to prove that the amend- 
ments ought to be abolifhed. He could not help remarking, 
that notwithfianding they fpoke fo much againft the Circus, 
Aftley's, and the Royalty Theatre, they had omitted to no- 
tice Sadler's Wells, and he learnt, on inquiry, that they hzi 
not received any pariicular inftrudions upon the fubjeft. He 
begged, however, to be informed, why Sadler's Wells was to 
be Svoured with a greater degree of indiilgefnce th?m the 
others; fince it was equally illegal; with this difierence, in- 
deed, that the other places had but lately tranfgrefled the laiwf, 
while this had flown in their face for a much longer duration. 
It was evidently the intention of the Managers of the two 
winter theatres, and the theatre in the Hay market, to mono- 
polize to themfelves the whole bufinefs of dr^natic entertain- 
ments. But no reafonable objeflion could, furely, be ofier- 
ed, why the inhabitants of one end of the town fhould be 
deprived of the fame convenience in enjoying the amufements 
of a theatre any more than thofe of the other. By the oppo- 
fers to the entertainments of the Royalty Theatre it had been 
faid, that the paflages leading to that place were thronged ■ 
with perfons of fuch a defcription, as in a great meafure.to 
promote immorality-; yet, furely, no man who walked through 
Drury-Lane, or the piazzas of Covent Garden, could aflcrt 
that thofe theatres were not liable to the fame objetSlion. Thf 
Duke concluded by faying, that he had not heard a Cngle ar- 
gument from the counfel, of fuflBcient weight to induce him 
to think that their •Lordihips would either throw out the bill, 
or negative the amendments which, upon a former day, h« 
bad the honour to propofe. 

The queftion was then put, *• That the bill, with its 
** amendments, do pafs ;" which was agreed to nemirte dif^ 

fentUntiy 
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Jentientey and ordered to be carried to the Commons for their 
•oncurrence. 

The Duke of Richmond moved, " That the proper officer Du^« ^^ 
" do lay before the Houfe, the account of the dimenfions of ^^-^''""^'^* 
^ veflels employed in the flave trade of the port of Liverpool^ 
" as taken by Captain Parry." Ordered. 

Lord Rodney prefcnted a petition from the manufaflurers 
of Mancheft^r, employed in making, goods con fumed and ta- 
ken by veflels employed in the flave trade, againft tlie bill; , 
alfoone from the manufa6lurers 06 Liverpool and another 
town, all defiring to be iieard by counfel, 
.* The petitions v^rere read, and ordered to lie on the table. 
But on the obje£lion of Lord Bathurfl to their being read by 
counfel, that part was Tejedted. 

Earl Stzinhope moved, " That the bill be committed to a Karl 
" Committee of the whole Houfe upon the day enfuing,'* Stanhope. 

Earl Bathurji remarked, that he meant not j:o oppofe the Earl 
motion of commitment, being convinced of the ne'ceffity that ^athuriK 
the bill fliould pafs', but ,to entreat thofe nobte Lords who 
had^ttended during the hearing counfel and witnefTeSj on Sa- 
turday, to attend in the Committee, in which llage the bill 
rouft undergo many material amendments to make it, even to- 
lerable. 

Earl fkanhope obfervcd, that he could not avoid returning Karl 
his tlwnks to the noble and learned Peer, who fpoke laft, for ^=*"^"F^* 
entreating the attendance of Lords in the Cortiffiittee. He had 
feveral amendments to propofe, which he believed would af- 
fuage, if not entirely remove, the oppofition of thole who 
were interefted in the trade. He was particularly dtfjrous 
that thofe Peers who had attended during the evidence againft 
the bill; would attend iu tiye Committee. He was confident 
the evidence muft have as great weight with the noble and 
learned Earl I and, indeed, with all who heard it, as it had 
with himfelf. It was a llrong argument in favour of the bill ; 
for,, by their petitioners* confeflion, feven negroes died in 
every hundred, during every tranfportalion. 1 he mortality 
f)f thofe feven in each hundred, was not in the fpace of a year, 
but oF three months, whicli time was taken in the convey- 
ance of thofe unhappy creatures from their native Ihore to 
the WelHndies. 1 he mortality of mankind in general, in 
that time, was hut one to the hundred, and the inconvenien- 
ces of Chipping did not caufe that common mortality toe-%ceed 
two to the hundred. The prefent mortality iii the trade was, 
therefore, the abfolute murder of five in each hun<i^red. It 
was a trade contrary to every principle of humanity , but 
he would not then enter into the general queftion, which he 
W>^ happy to hear wa| to be brought forward during the courfe 
of the next fefiion, but confine himfelf to the intentiotiofthe 
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prpfentbill, which was founded in humanity and juftice, and 
which he hoped would meet with no oppofition. 
Diikc of 'i'jie Duke of Richmond declared that he was thoroughly 
icimoa . convinced, by the evidence, of the neceffity of regulating the 
tranfportation of Slaves, and the promoters of the bill were 
adluated by motives of humanity and juftice. He hoped, 
however, if the prefent bill was fufercd to adV retrofpeilively, 
their Lordihips would infert a claul'e to indemnify the lofles to 
which the perfons cojicerned in that trade, and who had for 
many years carried it on under the faritStion of Parliamcnr, 
might be liable. The mode of flowing the Slaves on board 
the veflels in which they were tranfported, and they laying 
on their backs on the deck, was fliocking to humanity, efpe- 
ciaJly as they were flowed under the line, where, in. fuch a 
dreadful fituation, it was almofl impoflible they fiiould efcape 
fuffocation. ^i'he Duke wiflied that they would touch on 
the prefent hill, and not that general one which was to be 
difcufled next feflion, and which he hoped, as well as the pre* 
fent bill, would be difcufled with candour. He was forry 
that fuch ftrong words as abfolute murder had fallen from 
the noble Earl oppofite to him (Earl Srantfope), but as they 
were uttered in the warmth of feeling, he doubted not that 
they would be retraced, and tliat fuch an afperfion would 
not remain on perfons engaged in the trade, many of whom, 
he was convinced, were worthy men. 
LorJ Lord Stanhope declared, he meant not to charge the traders 

Staiihop<r. ^j(|^ premeditated, abfolute murder. What he faid needed 
no explanation, and would not be retraced. Such deaths as 
he had mentioned were not intended; but flill the trade was 
murderous. 
Duke of The Duke of Chandos flared the danger of pafling the pre- 
ChaiJos. fent bill; and obferved that this country had, by hafty 
meafures, lofl America; and he feared that, if the prefent bill 
paflcd, it would lofe the Weft Indies. It would prevent the 
neceflity of going into the general queftion, by deftroying 
our polteflions in t;ie Weft, and deftroying our trade before 
the next feflion. As he was better 'acquainted with the trade 
and the Weft Indies than many of their Lordfhips, he warned 
them of the danger of the bill, of the fmall number of whites 
compared to the blacks in the Weft Indies, and of the pro- 
bability of a general rebellion among the blacks upon the ar- 
rival of the bill there, who he ftiould expeft to hear had maf- 
facred every white in the iflands. He therefore advift-d ;hefr 
Lordfliips to a6l cautioufly, and hoped every difcufiion would 
be poftponed to the next feflion. 
Earl of "^^^^ ^^^^ oi Hopetoun admitted the neceflity of great caution, 
llopctoun. but was at the fame time convinced of the propriety of enforc- 
ing the prefent bill. After obferving that, in the difcufiion 

of 



A. 1 788* 



DEBATES. 



of the general queftion, it would not only be found that the 
trade was carried on with enormous violence to humanity 5 
but that it was the deftru6lion, the grave, of great numbers 
of Britifh feamen, he concluded by faying, he fhould fupport 
the motion of commitment. 

The queftion was then put, that the bill be committed to 
a Committee of the whole Houfe upon the morrow, and car- 
ried without a divifion. 

The Scotch Diflillery bill lieing reacj a fecond tii?i^ Lord 
.Sydney moved that it be committed. 

Lord AVww^/V^oppofing the motion, obferved that this bill 
was^notonly materially' injurious to the Scotch Diftillers, 
but abfolutely and,dirc£Hy ii^ defiance, in breach^ and fubver- 
fion of the articles of the Union. He remarked that by the 
articles of Union, the. two countries were to have the fame 
^iccife laws, and the treaty was in the moft folcmn mnnnep 
ratified; but the prefent bill, by enadting different excile 
Jaws for the two countries, again feparated them».« and fowed 
the feeds ofa total feparation of the north and fouth' pmtsof 
Great Bri tarn. He entreated their Lordfliips to paufe l>eioje 
• they violated fo facred» fo folmn a compad, and after referring 
them to the 4th, 5th,, 6th, 7th, 8th, 16th and 17th aiticie.s of 
the Union, which (he faid) the prefent bill wentdirefilv to 
overturn, he concluded with feveral obfervatlons on them.my 
experimental hills which had lieeii brought in relative to the 
Scotch Difiillers, againft fhe motion* 

"Lord Hawke/iurydcchved himfelf aftoniflied that the noble 
Lord fliould objeft to the difference of ihe Excife laws as a 
breach pf the Union* The difference was in favour of t lie 
Scotch Di ft i Her y; and though that difference might be con- 
trary to the letter, it was nqt fo to the fpirit of the Union, as 
it refpefted the inhabitants of that part of Great Britain. If 
any had a right to complain, it would be the Diftillers of the 
South. 

Lord Kinnalrd conceived that every profcffcd advantage in 
favoui^of the Scotch Diftillers to be an injury ; and he wiftied 
to have every part of Great Britain put in cxa6lly the fame 
' fituation. 

The queftion was put, that this bill be committed, upon 
which the Houfe divided. Contents 14, Non Contents 5. 
The bill was then committed to a Committee of the whole 
Houfe to fit upon the rnorrbw. The Houfe adjourned. 

The next deliate occurred upon 

TVedneJday^ 2^th Jnne^ 

The Order of the day being read for the Ilouf^ to go into 
a Committee on the Slave Regulation bill, Lord Walf\ngham 
took his feat at the table. 

As foon a^ the'Houfc had refolved itfelf into the Committee^ 
3 A ^ ^-^xX 
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FnrI Bathurji rofe, and arguing againft making the bill re- 
trofpe6livc, contended, that all ex pofl faSlo laws wereunjuft, 
and that the prefcnt bill would be particularly unjuft; and 
that no compenfation which the Legillature could propofe, 
would poffibly meet the cafe. The merchants had embarked 
their adventures before the bill was propol'ed, and as the bill 
flood, the bill was to attach them from the 10th of June, and 
thus fubjc^ them to the certainty of a lofs, after they had 
put theriLfelvcs to the whole expence of an adventure. 

Lord Rodney remarked that, it was abfurcl to fuppofe that 
the merchants, whofe profit arofe from the number of healthy 
Africans they landed in the Weft India Iflands, would not 
attend to their own interefls, and take every pcffible care to 
preferve their health. Every voyage at f(^a was attended with 
its inconveniences, but the voyage to Africa, and from that 
coaft to the Weft- India iflands, was not, generally fpeaking, 
attended with greater inconveniences than other voyages. 
7-heir Lordfliips had not heard any evidence to prove, that 
the Africans were treated with peeuljar hardfhip either .in the 
voyage to the Weft Indits, or that there was any reafon to 
fuppofe that they ft\ouid be fo treated. Why then, after the 
general queftion had been poftponed till the next feffion, need 
tht? Houii^ be To much in a hurry to take up a part of thecon- 
fuleration? He begged icave to remind the Hon fe, that the 
French government adltd in a very difFcrent manner rcfpefl- 
ini; the African trade; and tha^ to far from wifhing to curb 
and cramp it with needlels regulations, they gave large premi- 
VA'AS upon everv Negro landtai on their iflands in the Weft 
]:diri. In Icme jnilances th«-y gave as much as 2CO livres 
ptrf head, in i^»!>erv 100 iivies. The Iflands of St. Lucia, 
Tohai^o, and St. Domiiigo were, in that manner, provided 
Vv'iih Slaves, It, thorefi^rc;, we deprived our own merchants 
of the power of carrying on tliat ir.'.i'lk, wc Inould Infenfihly 
3 11 ere:; fe tlie po-.vcr and ad v.: n tastes of the French in that re- 
fptc>. Wh.:.t our m^TcI^rnts ioii, rheir merchants wOuld gain; 
a con fj Jem t ion that he thought v.orthy their Lordfhips'-moft 
ferious attention. Iviceeding iinpcrtant were the Weft-India 
illands to our cor.imerc^ and our navigation; and he could 
appeal to the noble Lord (Hentiifteld) behind him, whether 
he did not think the bill iinntxefiary, and calculated rather to 
introduce cvi!s than beiicfils. '-:. 

Lord Hcatb^clit, now, ro!e, and ohferved that, fince the*. 
qiiojlion \va:5 rul'Jrcll'jd to him, he muft own it to he his private 
opinioij that the bill v»as unnecefTary. He declared that he 
liid mncli ccnfulered tlie rabjecl, and though perhaps fe.w 
others had given tliemfclves the trouhle to inquire into, and 
aTcertain the menfjremcnt of cubical air breathed by the 
Africans on board the yelTcJs i^funlly «mployed in tranfport- 

ing 



A. I788, D E B A T E S. 365 

^ng them from their own coaft to the Weft India iflands, he 
had done fo, and compared it with the meafurement of cubical 
air breathed hy foldiers in cAmp. Soldiers in their tents were / 

allowed about feventeen cubical feet of air each, whereas the 
African fl.ives were feverally allowed full thirty cubical feet 
of air. His Lordfhip reafc^ned on this calculation, and af er 
objefliing to the bill's commencing its operation fo early, pro- 
feffed himfelf to be a friend to the African merchants, whofe 
interefts he thought would be materially and unjuftly aflfefted 
By the bill. , - 

The Duke of Richmond contended, that the proper fubjedb D«lt€^r 
of the prefent difcuflion was, undoubtedly, merely the amend- Richtiioair 
ment ncceffary in the claufe before their Lordfhips; b,ut 
as the noble Lords, who had already /fpoken, had gone into 
the principle of the bill, he muft beg to be p Tmitted to fay a 
few words in reply. The noble Lords near him, both of 
whom flood fo high in their refpedlive profeffions, had relied 
a good deal on the natural humanity of thofe concerned in the 
African Have trade. Unfortunately," the fubjedl of the pre- 
fent bill, was one of thofe in which confiderations of private 
intereft might be fuppofed to bear down and fuperfede the feel- 
ings of humanity. The noble Lord who fpoke flrft, -had fug- 
geited, that as the profit of the merchant depended on the 
plumber of healthy Slaves he landed in the Weft Indies, he 
necefl'arily would not ftow more together on fliip board, than 
could exift in rvfety, arid without rifque of difeafe. That 
argument was fallacious; becaufc if 400 Africans only could 
he ftowed without danger of ficknefs, the infuperable avarice 
of thofe concerned in the traffic m;ght induce them to cram 
coo on bpard; fince, if they loft fifty out of the fifth hundred, 
It would ftill be worth their while. The faS was, if their 
Lordftiips would take the trouble to calculate, they would 
find that according to the evidence, taking the fair meafure^ 
ment of the vefiel, upon a moderate calculation, according to 
the cuftomary ftowage of the African fliips, no room was 
allowed for pafiages, but the whole deck was ftrewed with 
human bodies. With regarS to the French giving premiums 
on each Negro landed, he faw no occafion for us to follow 
the example; and he trufted that this nation would not barter 
its humanity fo bafely. In anfwer to what another noble 
Lord of the higheft military chamber had faid, refpe6ting the 
comfiarifon between the meafurement of the cubical feet of 
air allotted to a foldier in camp, and an African on board an 
African trade ihip, he muft beg leave to remark that the 
comparifon would not hold, becaufc the two cafes bore no 
anolagy to each other. Soldiers were put fix in a tentt but 
then they not only had free egrefs, and werefcldoru all fix in 
• K for a long time together, (on account of military duty and 

other 
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other occafjons that called one or more of them out of it from 
time to time,) but he was afraid the canvas of their tents was 
not generally of fo very clorc a texture as to exclude a}l pene- 
tration of air, much lefs.to reduce the air they breathed to that 
flate of unwholefomenefs tliat could eafily be imagined to he 
the quality of the air breathed by African flaves flowed clofe 
together, between decks, oh board of the tranfport fhips^ 

' diredly under the line, and alfo under a variety of attendant 

circumftarces of unwholefomenefs, and propenfities to pu- 
tridity. With regard to there being no evidence before their / • 
Lordrtiips to prove the hard and fevere treatment of the 
Africans while on board, he fhould not hefitateto anfwer that 
*»!uindefKe of evidence might have been adduced in fupport />f 
tlie hill, had it been neceflary; but as it was merely a bill of 
re;:, Illation, and a bill that went to a particular point, without 
at all touching on the general quellion, which had been, in 
his opinion, very wifely poftponed to the next fefiiOn, \\e had, 
pjr:>crely, forebon^e to bring before their Lordfliips evidence 
oftlie many horrid cruelties, which could have been proved 
to have been prafliltd, and the recital of which mu ft have 
fiiocked their Lordfliips. The bill certainly flood in need of 
a varffcty of amendments, which would, doubtlefs, he pro- 
polevl by (lifftient noble Lords in the Committee, before they 
concluded it. He intended, to propofe a claufe to give a com- 
penfation to nil tliofe merchants, whofe fhips were alteady 
failed, or would be in ^Africa at the time that the bill fhould 
pal's, for the lofTes they would incur from the bill attaching 
L>pon their frnps retrofpe6lively. No fair argument, there- 
tor^, could, in his opinion, be grounded againll the bill, on 
,iccoujU of its rerrofpe(9:ive openuion. In refpefl to the day 
on which the biH was to commence, it certainly ought to be 
ijiered. and not to Hand the icth of June; but it was to be 
r^memhercf!, rhnt tb.a bill had originally been introduced into 
the otht-r Houle lb early as the fecond or third of June; the 
blanks hod therefore been filled up with the words the loth 
of June, froin an idea that it might poflibly pafs much about 
that tiiPjf*. 
La'i Lord Haivkcfinry faid that the bill muft have a commence- 

fi.v.ktr- p^enr. 'I hequeftion therefore was, at what period its opera- 
'^' tion ihouid have a commencement ? His opinion was, that it 
ought t ) «on^mcnce from fome day after the bill (hould pafs 
into a law, and attach upon everv Ihip that might fail from 
any Britilh port after the day of its commencement, and as 
to tl)p iliips already failed, or in Africa, only from the day, 
that the hill iliouKl he ferved upon fuch fhip; for, nothing 
couh'; fu eiy, be moreunjull than to make any fliip, or (hip 
Captr.in, crew, &c. liable to a legal penally before they could 
polTibly know, that any fuch penalty was decIJfrcd to be legal. 

He, 
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He, therefore, moved, that the operation of the bill fliotild 
commence from the loth of June next. 

The Lord Chancellor prefumed that, the wi/h of their Thelor 
Lordfhips was to pafs fome bill of regulation; but, as the bill C^^*»?"}^^ 
flood, it was nonfenfe. He, therefore, concluded that fome 
amendments would be propofed to connedl the nonfenfe of one 
part of the bill, -with the nonfenfe of the other. He pointed 
out the words, the loth of June, as flated in one claufi^ to be 
the period of the commencement of the operation of the bill, 
and faid, that in a fubfequent claufe at fomediilance, mention 
lyas made of fuch Ihips as had failed before the lOlh of June, 
although in the former part of the bill, no notice whatever 
bad bten taken of any thing in the bill being to.affeft fliips 
that had failt^d before the lOth of June. [A Peer eyprcffing a 
doi^ln whether fuch an inconfiftency was contained in the bill] 
the Lord Chancellor deCred that thofe who doubted what he 
aflertcd, would' take the trouble to read the bill, and they 
would find the fa6l to be as he had i|ated it. 

Earl Stanhope confidered the bill to be as ill worded, in re- Earl 
fpeft to its claufcs, as any bill ever introduced into that Houfe; Stanhopi 
but its principle was undoubtedly founded in humanity. No 
man, therefore, could difnpprove of the principle; and it was ^ 
their Lordihips duty, as he had no doubt it was their inclina- 
tion, to corred and amend the claufes, fo as to make them 
correfpond clofcly with its principle, and thus remove all 
objeftion to the bill. Since feveral of their Lordfhips were 
not prefent on Saturday, when the counfel were. heard 
againft the bill, and confequently could not be apprized of 
the arguments refulting from their obje£lions, he would as 
ihortly as poffible lUte what tliofe objeSions had beeiu 
In the firft place, the counfel had objedted that the whole of 
the fcale adopted in the other Houfe was wrong ; and that ex- 
a£Hy the reverfe of that fcale was the true proportion of the 
number of Africans to the number of tons of each (hip, ac- 
cording to the principle of the bill, and the avowed intention 
of its fupportersi Earl Stanhope explained this, by /hewing, 
that -as the bill flood, three men to two tons were to be al- 
lowed to all (hips of one hundred tons, fo that fuch fliips were 
to carry 150 Africans each ; but if the fliips were upwards of 
100 tons, fhenumber of Africans, proportionably to the ton- 
nage, was to diminilh ; by which means a /hip of one fiza- 
would carry 250 Africans, and a /liip of a greater fize would, ' 

as the bill flood, carry only 228 Africans. This was, un« 
lloubtedly, abfurd, and mufl have been a miftake; but \i was 
eaiily remedied by an amendment, regulating the firft propor- 
tion to the hm-Klred tons, and then addirig a fmaller number 
as the tonnage increafed, by which fcale, a fliip of 100 tonjj 
"would have a right to take 150 Africans ; a /hip of 10 1 tons, 
15 ij And fo on, adding one African for each additional ton. 
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This would create a regular, clear, and unobje<^ionable rife 
of the fcale, governing that rife, however, ftricSly, by the in- 
creafe of tonnage. After much arithmetical reafoniug, his 
Lordfliip proceeded to comment on the evidence of Meflrs. 
Tarleton, King, and other gentlemen, who had been exa- 
mined at the bar, contending, that they had eflabliihed a 
llrong cafe in fupport of the bill, and obferving, that the 
number of Africans that died in proportion to the number 
fhipped, according to their own account, proved that thepre- 
fent fyflem of tranfporting the African flaves, was too horrid 
to be fufFered to continue without alteration." After objeA- 
ing to the fort of average that one gentleman had adopted, 
becaufe he had taken the average of fix years out of feven, 
leaving out the moft unfavourable year. Earl Stanhope took 
notice of the argument of Lord Heathfield relative to the com- 
parifon of fokliers in a tent to Africans on board, and. denied 
that it bore the fmalleft analogy. The Africans were packed 
between decks on platforms, like books on (helves, and were 
thought to be perfedtly at their eafe,% if'th^y had jufl room 
enough to turn. Was that the cafe with foldiers in a tent? 
Moft undoubtedly not. The air breathed between decks by 
the Africans was deftroyed and rendered putrid by the clofe- 
nefsof the fpace and their own refpiration , vyhereas a tent 
was all outfide, and conilantly recruited and replenifhed with 
frefh air. His Lordfliip, in this part of his fpeech, introduced 
fome philofophical remarks on the nature of air as breathed by 
mankind, H« faid, it had- been recently difcovered, and the 
difcoveries were as beautiful as they were inftrudtive, that the 
air we breathed was not homogeneous, as had heretofore been 
conceivef^, but that it confifted of one part only that was vi- 
tal, and by which we lived, and that one part was mixed with 
four other different fluids. That by being confined to a tboxt 
fpace, by breathing the fame air over and over again, the vital 
air becomes tainted, as in the black hole in Calcutta, and 
thence the danger of death. Thus, confine an animal to a 
very ciofe place for fome time, he would breaihc the fame air 
fo often, that at laft he would drop down dead ; and, if it 
were poflible to confine the air in which their Lordfhips were 
at that moment for a length of time, the inevitable confe- 
quence mufl be, that they would all drop down dead. Having 
given this philofopjjical explanation of the nature of the air 
we refpire, he returnejii to the fubje6t of ihe bill, and faid, if 
the noble Duke had not intimated an intention to move a claufe 
of compenfation for the lofies which thofe merchants, whofe 
ihips had already failed, would fuftain in confcquencG of the 
bill attaching upon their fliips,^ he certainly (hould have of- 
fered fuch a claufe. With regard to the commencement qf 
the operation of the bill, the date muft certainly be altered 
from the loth of June; but he conceived that the fboner the 

bill 
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bill commeilced after it fliould pafe the better, and therefore* 
h^ hoped fome early day in July would be fixed on by their 
Lordfhips. 

The Lcrd Chancellor obferved, that from what had fallen The Lor. 
from a noble Lord, (Lord Rodney) it was evident the French C^*^cella 
had offered premiums tb encourage the African trade, (whe- 
ther from folly or inhumanity, was not thequeftion) and that 
they had fudceeded. The natural prefumptio^i, therefore, was, 
that we ought to do the fame. For his part, he had no fcrtiple 
to fay, that if the five days fit of philanthropy which had jufl 
fprung up, and which had flept for twenty years together, 
had continued to fleep one fummer longer, it would have ap- 
peared to him rather more wife, than thus to take up a fub- 
jedl piece meal, which it4iad publicly declared ihould not be 
agitated at all, till the next feffion of Parliament. Perhaps, 
by fuch imprudence, the flaves miglit be taught, of their own 
accord, to proceed to an abolition of the trade. The Lord 
Chancellor made fome remarks on the evidence, in order to 
ihew that the African merchants, trufting to the declaration 
that the queftion fhould not be agitated that feffion, had em- 
barked their all in the adventures of the fliips already failed, 
and would be ruined by the bill. One witnefs, he faid, he 
underftood had come to their Lordihips bar, with a face of 
woe, h,ii eyes full of tears, and his countenance fraught with 
horror, and had faid^ " My Lords, I am ruined if you pafs 
" this bill. I have rifqued thirty thoufand pounds upon the 
** trade this year ; it is all 1 have been able to gain by my 
** induftry, and if I lofe it, I muflgo to the hofpital." The 
Chancellor preflcd this point upon their Lordfhips' mofi: ferious 
confideration. 

The Entl of Carlijle exprefled fome aflonifliment that tlie Karl of 
noble and learned Loid fliould talk of a five-days fit of phi- ^'iirli^-« 
Idnthropy, when it was a matter of public notoriety, that 
the queftion of the flave trade had engrofled the attention of 
every part of tlie kingdom for above thcfe twelve months, and 
that innumerable petitions had been prefented to Parliament 
on the fubjefl. He declared 'himfelf a hearty friend to the 
prefent bill,^ which was merely a bill of regulation, as to the 
mode of tranfporting Africans to the Weft Indies, and did 
not, in any degree, interfere with the general queftion wHich 
had been poftponed to the next feffion. But were it feafible 
and pra£licable, he was ready to profefs himfelf prepared to 
vote for the abolition of the flave trade altogether, and had 
not a doubt but the ingenuity, enterprize,^ and adroitnefs ot 
Britifli merchants would find out a new African trade, equally 
advantageous and ufeful, though not liable to the fame objec- 
' tions, were an abolition of the flave trade to take place. In 
conclufion, the Earl ot Carlifle remarked, that he confidered 
the bill as the corner- ftone of an edifice which the Parliament 
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had wifely determined to ere£l, in honourable commemoratioa 
of their humanity ; and he trufted that he might fafely ven- 
ture to predift, that the enfuing feffion would hS drftinguifhed 
by the moft fortunate completion of fo glorious a fuper- 
ftruflure. 
Earl of The Earl of Sandwich obferved, that when matters were 
^Andwich. thfown out in debate which might make unwarranted impref*^ 
fions abroad, he thought it his duty to combat them, and let 
-them at leaft receive an anfwer. He had heard it declared, 
that the African trade was the bane of Britifh feamen ; and 
tlwt Africa was their grave. He denied the faOi. He knew 
from experience that a voyage to Africa was not lefs healthy 
than any other voyage. It wias not the African cKmate that 
killed the feamen, but the fpirituous liquors with which the 
Captains of the merchant fliips fup plied them. Their wages' 
were, undoubtedly, great, but they took their wages in fpi- 
rits, and, as they would do in any other fituation oi the globe, 
they died in confequence of drinking fpirits in quantities. Se- . 
veral confiderations deferved attention, if the general queftion 
©f abolition was to be introduced. If we relinquifhed the 
llave trade, would there be one African flave lefs ? Moft un- 
doubtedly not. The French, whom he would not call our 
enemies, but our rivals they undoubtedly were, would not 
relinquifh the trade; and as all the feamen bred up in the 
African trade would be loft to this country, they would be 
gained by France ; thus the force of the Red Flag would be 
transferred to the White Flag. TheEailof Sandwich com- 
plained of our merchants having beerr Uft war allowed to fup- 
ply the French iflands with flaves. He ridiculed the Earl of 
Carlifle's idea'of a new trade to Africa being likely to be dif- 
covered, as vifionary and fpeculative, fince Africa afforded 
merely gold duit, gums, and fpices, which were packed in fo 
fmall a eompafs, that two or three fliips wouM be fufficient 
to convey the whole of thofe objects of commerce ; nor did 
he Isfs reprobate the do6^rine of a compenfation, and this on 
the ground of impradHcability ; and he aflied, whether the 
American Loyal ills, though relieved from prefent mifery, 
could be faid tohave been fully compenfated. He admitted, 
that regulations were neceffiiry, and declared he would fup- 
port every propofed regulation which fhould appear to be wife 
and adequate to its end. 
tad of The Earl of Hoprtoun fupported the bill, and faid, that if 
lopetoun. it had betn thought neceffary to produce evidence in fupport 
of it, he was peri'uaded that the I'cruples entertained by fome 
of their Lordfhips would have been efFeftually removed. If 
• it were thought proper, evidence was ii ill ready to be brought 
to the bar. He complimented Lord Sandwich on his know- 
ledge of naval aftairs, and faid he bov^?d with fubmiffion to 
fuch high authority, but he could not help taking notice of 

the 
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the arguments relative to our African merchants having been 
fuffered to fupply the French Weft-India iflands laft war, de- 
claring, that ^hen he confidered whofe duty it had been to 
guard againft the mifchiefs now ftated to have produced ruin- 
ous confequences, he was perfeftly aftoniftied at hearing fuch 
an argument come froifl the quarter from whence it had pro- 
ceeded. He fpoke aJfo of the revifion of the flave laws, which 
the Houfe of Affembly of Jamaica had entered upon, (as ftat- 
ed in the newfpapers) and the new regulations which they 
had made for the punifhment of all who killed a negro, with 
death ; of all who maimed or perfonally ill treated them, with 
fevere chaftifement ; and for the infliction of other punifti- 
ments in proportion to the feveral offences committed agdinft 
th^m. This proved that the planters were as anxious for re- 
gulation as we were ; that they were determined to run tliis 
race of humanity with us; and, therefore, he trufled we 
Ihould not fliew lefs alacrity, or eagernefs for reform, than 
they, who were fo much more immediately interefted in the 
conteft. His Lordftiip reafoned at length, to ftiew that fome 
regulation was abfolutely neceffary ; ihat the bill had not ori- 
ginated on a fudden; that it had been long in agitation in the 
other Houfe^ and he was perfuaded, if their Lordfhips tho- 
roughly knew all^ the faSs which charafterized the African 
trade, they woul3^not permit their own humanity to be fqan- 
dalized fo much, as to have it thought that they were willing 
to confent to its continiiing without a regulation of fome fort 
or other. The prefent bill, Lord Hopetoun contended, had . 
no reference to the general queftion. 

The Duke of Ch^ncfos obferved that, fince his entranceinto ouk« 
the Houfe, the paper which he held within his hand, and which Ch»n<j 
had not been many houi^s before received from Jamaica, was '' 

given to him for his perufal. It was addrefled in the form of 
a Jettjer to Mr. Fuller, the agent for Jamaica, acquainting 
him that his cbrrefpondents in the ifland had received his 
communiaitions of the loth of February and the J2th of 
March laft ; that, in confequence, the negroes expefted an 
end was to be put to their flavery ; that there was the greateft 
rcafon to expeft that they would rife in confequence, and 
that the ifland was in a (late of great alarm and apprehen- 
fion. The Duke added, that he had many more correfpond^ 
ing accounts, which he would not then trouble the Houfe with, 
but as often as the bill was agitated in any one of its ftages, 
he fliould think it his dluty to warn their Lordfliips of the 
danger that any agitation of fuch a fubjedt was liable to. At 
the fame time, he trufted that their JLordfliips would give 
him credit for being as willing as. any one of them to proceed 
to any confiftentarMl fecure length in fupport of humianity. 

hori Cathcart remarked, that even when the flaves vere Lor< 
brought upon the- deck, for the enjoyment of tU^f^^fl\^\t^ Cv^fe.^ 
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wliat little health they had was frequently expofed to violent 
attacks, In this fiiuation, they became drenched by thofe 
)ieavy flipwers of rain which, in fuch a climate, occafioned 
the moft noxious effe&s. Too generally dangerous were the 
confequeiK^es occafioned by a fudden tranfitjon from extreme 
heat to in flan t coolnefs. 
(hop of The Bifhop of London deiired to know what was the kind 
ondon. of compenfation intended to he given to the African merchants 
whofe /hips had either already failed, or were upon the poaft 
of Africa ? . v 

farqnis Marquis TownJJjend exprefC'd his wiflies that a du0 doror 
vnihcad penfation would be given to thofe merchants who were likely 
to incur lofles, by their fbips having failed already, and the 
hilfs being allowed to attach on thofe (hips. No man, he 
declared, could entertain a ftronger diflike againft what were 
' called ex ppjifa^o laws than he did ; and he never \((Ould con- 
fent to any luch, without guarding the individuals liable to 
he affeded by them againft their danger, as much as poffible. 
The Port uguefe, who were a commercial nation, allowed but 
one flave to on6 ton ; and di<l it become the honour of this 
country to be outdone by any other nation in humanity ? He 
hoped a country fo enlightened, where libera* educatipn was 
fo general, and men's minds had fuch frequent and full pppoi- 
t unities of being inftrujElcd, opened, and enlarged, would fufr 
fer no other nation on earth to carry on its commerce with 
more humanity. 
/.Orel Lord Sydmy profefled theliighefi refpe£\ for the characters 

^^"'^y' of thofe gentlemen \\\\h whom the bill liad originated in the 
other Houfe, and gave them iull credit for the purity of their 
motives ; but, potwithilanding his convi6iion, that both the 
one and the otl)er defcrved every degree of confidence and ef- 
teem, he could not but confcfs, that he vviihed the hun»anity 
of the African merchants had been r^^lied qn for a few months 
longer, and il).it it had been tnken for granted, that pledged 
as the Lcgiflature was todifcufs the general queftion fully next 
felfion, the merchants would not have abufed their own cha- 
radlers fo much as to have rendered thenifelve? obnoxious to 
parliamentary cenfurc, when the fuhje61 fhould be taken into 
confideraticn. The quelHon of tlvj llave trade was too feri- 
pus to l)e frequently agitated ; being once brought under dif- 
cuffioii, it mull be decided ; it could not be again and again 
agitated with itny fort of iafetv. He therefore wiflied the 
whole of it lir.d been rticrved entire. /':d verting to the fyftem 
of (lave laws inentioned by the Earl of IJopetoun, Lord Svd- 
jiey obierved that they had been tranimitted to his office, and 
from the attention he had been able to pay thein, he found 
them fo perfectly well adapted to the fubjeft, that he did not 
fee room for the addition of a fiiigle claufe. He beftowcd 
;:n:ch panegyric upon their wifdom and yromife of elficq^iy ; 



A. i?88. ^> E B A T E S. 3; 

;ind after mentioning an account he had received of the trial, 
conviflion, and condemnation of a white for the murder of a 
negroe, not by a colonial law, but by the law of England, he 
returned to the fubjedl of the bill, and faid, that a few months 
ago the humanity of the very fame -gentlemen, perhaps, who 
had brought in and fupported the prefent hill, had prompted 
them toraife a fubfcription, as their Lordftiips might remem- ^ 
ber, to tranfport the Africans and Lafcars, that were to be 
feen begging in every corner of almofl every flreet, to Africa. 
The projedt was put in execution, and Captain Thompfon, a 
moft deferving officer, was ^ntrufied with the conduft of their 
tranfportation* He had been applied to upon the fubjedl, and 
had couverfed with Captain Thompfon both before his fetting 
(ail on the expedition, and fince his return from it ; and Cap- 
tain Thompfon had aflured him, that when the Africans and 
Lafcars arrived at the place of their deft i nation, they expreffed 
the utmoft anxiety to be ?iny where elfe ; and the Africans 
would have rejoiced at an opportunity of efcaping back to the 
Weft Indies, and to have become flaves to the planters again. 
The event was, the Lafcars did there as in London ; they laid 
about the woods till they peri (lied, and the few whites, who, 
led by falfe principles of humanity, or lured by an idle fpitit 
of adventure, had chofen to accompany themj all died after 
reaching the fliore, almoft in as little time as he had taken to 
ftate the fafls, which,he had learnt from Captain Thompfon, 
whofe charafter and veracity were as unqueflionable as thofe 
pf any man he ever had converfed with. Lord Sydney 
reafoned on thbfe fads, and declared, that as the bill was' 
brought in, it (hould receive no oppofitio^ from him, but that 
pvery difficulty they encountered, proved that it bad been 
introduced at a wrong period, and that there was not time 
enough for allowing it due confuleration. He concluded with 
obfervjng, that the words retrofpedive and profj^fediive, in 
his mind, comprehended all argument, and put an end to the 
peceffity of farther reafoning, it appearing to him unanfwer- 
able, that the bill ftiould be made profpeflive*only. 

The E^r\ of Carii/Ie remarked,* that he could not difcover Earl of 
how ai; idle tale, perh/ips, of ill-placed humanity, refpefting ^*'^^*^*^' 
the Lafcars, or po.ffibly an injudicioufly chofen place of defti- 
nation for their being landed, conveyed much argument againft 
the prefent bill ; neither did he perceive in what manner an 
account from Jamaica, that if the flave trade was not abolifti- 
ed, (when no fuch queftion was in agitation) the negroes in 
Jamaica would rife, appeared at all pertinent, to the queftion 
then before their Lordfhips. 

The Duke of Cfoandds defended what he had before ftated, ^^^^^J^^ 
relative tp the danger likely to refult from the agitation of 
the fubjeft, and remarked that he fhould think it his duty 
a^gain and again to warn their Lordihipsupon that head. TKe 



4 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1788, 

^qniverfal maflacre of the whites might be the confeqtf^nce; 
and, furely^ that was too fatal a catallrophe to be thought of 
with levity, or treated with ridicule. He Inuft be« permitted 
to know rather more of the Weft-India iflands than moft of 
their Lordfliips, and it was his duty to Jay thi refult of hit 
acquaintance with the cuftoras of thofe iflands before their 
Lordfliips. The negroes read the Engliffi newfpapers as 
conflantly as the fliips from England came in ; and from what 
was then doing, they would conclude their final emancipation 
to be at hand. Alarming confequences might therefore 
be apprehended to enfue. 
Earl of • The Earl of Hopetoun replied, and went into the general 
iopctoun. queftion. He dwelt upon the new laws of regulation, fubjeS- 
ing whites to trial and fevere punifliment for the ill treat* 
ment of negroes. . 
f ora Lord RoJney obferved that he had fpent four years at Ja- 

Roilncy. n^aica, the years 1770, 1771, 1772, and 1773, and that he 
was prefent in court, when a white man was tried and convift- 
pd for the murder of a negroe, and afterwards condemned and 
executed. The laws, therefore, which were fo much boatt- 
ed of by the noble Earl, were old laws, and had exifled in tlic 
Weft-India iflands many years. He had never heard of a ne- 
groe being cruelly treated in all the time he had been in the 
Weft Indies, but had often fpoken of their happinefs in terms 
of rapture, declaring that he fliould rejoice exceedingly, if 
the Englifh day labourer was but half as happy. He concur- 
red with the Earl of Snndwich iVi his aflertion, that the Britifli 
feamen, employed in African voyages, were killed by the fpi- 
rits which they drank, and not by the climate ; and in anfwer 
to Lord Cathcart, he remarked, that the Africans on board a 
fliip complained more frequently of cold than heat. 
^Tarq\^is "fhc Maiquls I'^wti/ljend M&MW^A being influenced by any 
reports of a probable maflacre of the whites, or other ill con- 
fequences refuiting, when he was domg a right thing as a le- 
giflator ; nor could he fuppofe ihe negroes would be induced 
to rife, becauie Parliament was intent on granting them fome 
relief. He fliouJd rather imagine that it would induce them 
to wait with patit^nce in their iuuation, and beget a confidence 
in their minds, tliat what could farther be done for them, con- 
jfiflent with national wilclom, would be effe6led next feflion. 
if it were true, as the nol)le Lord had afl^erted, that the ne- 
groes in the Weft Indies were twice as happy as the Englifli 
day-Lhourers, he thought fuch a report ought not to go 
3hroa<l. Inllead of rifing in a few days, Parliament ought to 
fit all the fummer, in order, at leaft, to put the Englifli yeo- 
man on a footing with the Weft-Indian negro flave, though 
perhaps the former would not feel his pride much flattered by 
the coi"«)paiiron; 
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The Duke of Richmond declared that his noble friend (the, IHikeof 
Duke of Chandos) had relieved his mind from a confiderable ^i<^^™^o 
jfhare of doubt, by declaring that the negroes in the Weft In -1 
dia iflands read the Englifli newfpapers. If they did, they 
would know what the Britifh Parliament was about, and 
could not poffibly imagine that they ought to rife, becaufe 
Parliament had granted them fome alleviation of their mife- 
fies. The Duke quoted the authority of Sir Charles Middle- 
ton, (the Comptroller of the Navy) to prove that fome regu- 
lation was immediately neceflary , and obferved, that the cold 
complained of by the flaves was not^to be wondered at, fince 
the Africans were generally kept in fo warm a ftate between 
, decks, that violent gufts of air fuddenly poured in upon them 
by means of the ventilators ufed on board, ^ou Id naturally 
chill them, and create unpleafartt Ihiverings. ^ 

The Earl of Sandwich rofe again to explain a mifconception Earl of 
of his arguments. He fa id that he h^d only rifeh at firft to Sandwidi 
do away impreffions that might bri created by reafoning, which 
vrent to abolition, not to mere regulation. He had not ut- 
tered one word againft the prefent bill. On the contrary, he 
was for it. He had declared that fome regulation was necef- 
fary, and he would give his fupport to every amendment that 
fhould be propofed, and which went to make the bill likely 
to prove ufeful, without touching on the general queftion^ 
which (as he had before obferved) rnvplved many deep and fe- 
rious confiderations. In the courfe of his fpeech^ he dropped 
a word relative to the Lofd Chancellor's expreffion of a five- 
day's fit of philanthropy. ^ 

Th^ Lord Chancellor rofe the moment the Earl of Sandwich The Lon 
fat down, and faid, tbat as his expreflion had been more than ChanccUoj 
once adverted to, it was neceflary for him to explaiu his mean- 
ing precifely. When the noble Earl (Lord Carlifle) had al- 
hided to it, he had imputed it to accidental error, and had 
thought it unneqeffary to notice th^ miftake ; but from the ' ^ 
mode in which the noble Earl, who fpoke laft, had mentioned 
it, he was perfuaded that he had not n>ade himfelf fully un- 
derftood. He had not talked of a five-days fit of philan- 
thropy, with an^ intention to ftate that he was not aware 
that the" ftave trade had been a topic of general attention 
throughout the kingdom for many months. No man in that 
Houfe could be ignorant of that circumftance; but purely in 
reference to Parliament's having confented to entertain a billy 
the objecSl ot which was to mar and embarrafs the African 
merchants ad':cntures, after it liad been publicly' declared by 
authority, in one Houfe of Parliament, that the queflion of 
the ftave trade would not be agitated at all this feffion, and 
after a gentleman, in an {ligh confidential employment, had, 
by a circular letter, fent to all the parties concerned, fignificd 
the fame in thi& itooft exprefs terras. 
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Duke of The Duke oi Richmond profefled his high regard for Mr* 
ichmond. Steele, (the gentleman who had written the circular letter in 

Sueftion) declaring, that he edeemed his friend (hip a circuro^ 
ance of peculiar honour and advantage to himielf, but he 
could not conCent to admit that the letter ought to be confw 
dered as preclufive of the right of any one of their Lordfliips, 
or of any one of the members of either Houfe of Parliament, 
to bring on fuch a bill as the prefent. The bill did not affba 
the general queftion, and was fuch a meafurc as miglit fairly 
be agitated without at all fhaking the validity of the declara* 
tion of Mr. Steele in his circular letter. The whole of Mr. 
Steele's letter ought to betaken relatively, and the laft fentence, 
*' that the parties interefled might reft aflured, that thequef- 
" tion of the Slave trade would not be agitated that feffion," 
referred to the preceding part of tlie letter, which mentioned 
the general quellion of the Slave trade, 
lord 1 he Lord Chayicellor anfwered that the noble Duke or any 

hanccllor. Other perfon might put what conftrudtion they pleafed on 
the letter. He was content to take it on the conftruftion 
that ihofe perfons, to whom it was addrefled, gave it. — 
They had urged it as a plea in proof of their being fur- 
prifcd, after having embarked their property in an adven- 
ture, which they had been led to believe would not be broken 
upon; and all on a ludden they found an embargo laid upon 
tiieir adventure, after they had been encouraged to rifque 
their whole fortune upon it. He meant not to draw any 
. argument from Mr. Steele's letter. He knew but little of 
Mr. Steele; the noble Duke knew more of that gentlemani 
from having been acquainted with him much longer. From 
the little tiiat he did know of Mr. Sccele, he entertained as 
high a degree of ellceni for him, as tliat little would w^arrant. 
The noble Duke having known Mr, Steele fo much longer, 
had a ligbt to entertain more. Eut he nicant not to influ- 
ence any cnan's lentiments, or to reft tiie (jueftion on a pcr- 
fonal allullon. From what he had feen ot Mr. Steele, he 
knew him to be a very gentleman-like, friendly man, and a 
man of honour, entitled to the elleem of all who had the hap- 
pinefs of his acquaintance. Nor was his letter at all Impro-* 
per. So far from it, had he been to have written the letter^ 
he fliould have exprcfled it in the very fame words. It neither 
gave the parties more nor lefs tlian they had a right toexpeft* 
ir^ri Earl Stanhope remarked that, ^o far from having. any caule 

Stanhope, to complain of a furprife, the parties concerned could not but 
know, that on the very day that the confideratlon of the 
general queftion of the Slave trade was poftponed to the next 
Teflion, notice was given of the prefent bill. 

J ,.. Lord Kino- conceived that the hill ought not to commence 

-ord Kintr. ... _ -Ann i » i 

' till tome tm^e m Augult or September; that, as to the retro- 
fpeftive law, that iloufe could not think of it, becaufe it 

could 
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could not he other than an aft of glaring injuflice. With re-;- 
gard to a com^penfation, it was out of their power to give ah 
adequate compenfation. They might, indeed, open a door 
to endlefs fraud and ahufe, fince, if the'y inferred a compenfa- 
tion claufe, the inevitahle confequence would be that the ' 
honeft would not receive a fufficrent payment for their lofles, 
and the fraudulent would beconfiderably over paid. 

The Committee proceeded to fill up the blanks, and Lord 
Walfingham reported the progrefs, and moved for leave to 
fit again. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

A petitjon of Jofeph Aldern, one of tlie Conftables who 
attended the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. was prefented and 
read, complaining of his having been profecuted by William 
Hyde, Efq.* one ef His Majefty's Juftices of the Peace for the 
city of Weftminfler, and county of Middlefex, for refufing him 
admittance into Weftminfter-hall, on one of the days of trial, 
Mr.Juftice Hyde refufing to fhew a ticket of admittance to / 

the Petitioner, which other magi ft rates had done, by order of 
Sir Peter Burrel, before they could come in. It alfo ftated 
that the Petitioner had been put to upwards of 15]. expence, 
'by defending tlie aftion, and prayed their Lordihips to take 
the cafe int:^ con fi deration. 

Jofeph Aldern was called to the bar, and examined. He 
was then direfted to withdraw. 

. A motion was afterwards made, <* That William Hyde,. 
Efq. one of His Majefty's Juftices of the Peace for. the county 
of Middlefex, do atterid this Houfe upon the morrow. ^ 

The order of the day being read for the Houfe to be put 
into a Committee on the farther confideration of the Slave 
Regulation bill, the Lord Chancellor left the woolfack, and 
Lord Walfingham, as Chairman of the Committee, went to 
the table. Tlveir Lordftiips then proceeded to fill up the 
blanks; and at half paft eight a motion was made for thet 
Chairman to leave the Chair, who reported a progrefs, and 
afked leave to fit again. 

The Duke of Chandos afterwards prefented a petition fron> Dnke 
Mr. Fuller, agent for Jamaica, praying to be heard by coun- Clund 
fel again ft the bill; tlie fame was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 
. The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday, 2*]th June^ 

William Hyde, Efq. one of His Majefty's Juftices of th« 
peace for the county of Middlefex, attending, according to 
order, was called to the bar, and examined relative to the 
matter of complaint exhibited againft him on Thurfday laft 
by Jofeph Aldern, a conftable attending his duty on the trial 
of Warren Haftings^ Efq. at Weftminfter-hall. 
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he Lord The Lord Chancelkr afked Mr. Hyde, how> he dared to 
ADcellor prefume to proiecute a perfon for executing his duty in com- 
pliance with the orders of that Houfe? Such complaint being 
made againft him, what could he advance in his defence. 

Mr. Hyde expreffed his forrow for having incurred the 

difpleafure of their Lordfliips, and endeavour^ to vindicate 

himfelf by declaring, that he did not mean to enter the hall; 

that he had been informed of a riot, and had come down to 

attempt to quell it; that he wilhed only to pafs to the Court 

of Common Pleas, where he had been fubpoenaed; that the 

Conftable had aflaulted and ftruck him twice, and that if he 

(Hydcr) had proved himfelf to have been on the Commiffion, 

the Conftable would not have been acquitted. He faid that 

he was fo far from attempting to commit any a<Sion which 

might draw down upon him the difpleafure of their Lordihips, 

that he always aiiended' upon public occafions to keep the 

paiTage clear for their Lordfliips, and was always to be feen ia 

the ftieeti when the King came to the Houfe, keeping the 

pafTages and avenues clear from interruption to their Lordfliips 

entrance. 

\t Lord 'The Lord Chancellery after telling Mr. Hyde that he m^ht 

ancdlor. ^j^jnj^ j^ ^ lucky circumftance for himfelf, that the Conftable 

had been acquitted, for otherwife his punifliment would have 

been encreafed, ordered Mr. Hyde to withdraw* 

Earl Earl Batburji moved that Mr. Hyde be committed to the 

*^^'**' cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms. 

It was then ordered, 

*^ That the faid William Hyde be committed to the cuftody 
•* of the Serjeant at Arms attending this Houfe, for his faid 
" ofFence.'* 

The order of the day being read for the Houfe to be put 
into a Committt-e on the bill for regulating the Slave tranfport 
regulation bill, Lord Walfingham took his feat at the table, 
and the Lords proceeded to fill up the bhnks. 

It was propolVd as an amendment by Earl Sj anhope, tb:it 
five boy or girl flaves fliould be confidered but as four full- 
grown flaves, and that all flaves, of the height of four feet or 
under, fliould be confidered as a boy or girl flave. 
tough- Lord Loughborough propofed an amendment to Earl Stan- 
^"^^' hope's, by interring the words '* four inches." 
Earl Earl Stanhope oppofed the amendment; upon which. the 

lubope. the Houfe divided, Contents 12, Not Contents 6. 

At eight o'clock, it was moved to report progrefs, and aflc 
leave to fit again. 

The morion being agreed to. Lord Walfingham reported 
progrefs, and afked leave to fit again, 
larf Earl Bathurji adverted to the important neceflity of the 

itnurit. prefence of the noble Lord on the woolfack, (Lord Thurlow) 
during the difcuflion of the bill; and added that his attend- 
ance 



A. 1788. DEBATES. 3 

ance fo early as upon the .day immediately following might 
caufe his recent illnefs to return^ and deprive that Houfe and 
the country of his great abilities. He therefore thought it 
would be proper to poftpone the going again into a Com*- 
mittee^ until Monday, His Lordfhip then moved, that the 
Committee fit again on Monday next. 

- ' The Duke ol Richmond urged the neceffity of going on Dukeo 
with the bill as fpeedily as poffible, but would not preft for Richihoa 
the noble Lord's attendance the next day, if he Was appre* 
henfive the fatigue would be too great for his' Lord/hip. His 
Grace wiftied the learned Lord would fay whether he thought 
it would endanger his health or not; if he conceived it would 
not, he hoped they fliould proceed in the Committee upon the 
morrow. It would have been better, had a noble and learned 
' Earl {Bathurfi) fat fome time longer on the woolfack while 
the bill was in the Committee, than to have called the noble 
and learned Lord (Thurlow) to the Houfe fo foon* after his 
indifpofitioti, and when the bill was fo far gone on with, 
than to propofe a day's delay. 

Marquis Town/hend feconded the motion of Earl Bathurift. 

Earl Bathttrji conceived what had fallen from the noble Earl 
Duke (of Richmond) to be a jefledlion upon him for not fitting Bathurft 
longer on the woolfack, and proceeding with the bill. His 
Lordihip faid it would have been prefumption in him, worn 
out with age, and pofleiling but feeble abilities, to have fat 
in the noble Lord's place on the woolfack on a bill of fuch 
great importance to the nation, as the bill then before their 
Lordihips.— He felt himfelf much fatigued and exhaufted 
fitting as he had that day done; bow (hould he then have beea 
able to' have fuftained the great fatigue which muft bq t^ornp 
by the noble and learned Lord on the woolfack.— The bill 
was of too great importance to pafs without the aiEftance of 
the fplendid abilitieisand exertion of the noble and learned 
Lord on the woolfack; it was a bill to the decifion of which 
not only the traders and the nation were eagerly looking, 
but many French merchants, who, to his certain knowledge,, 
bad given daily attendance to know the event of it. ^ 

The Duke of ^chmond replied, that he meant no refledlion puke cf 
whatever, but had only declared his opinion that the noble ^»<^ond 
and learned Lord's health would have been preferved by hav- 
ing delayed his attendance for a day or two more after his 
indifpofition, than firft attending, and then adjourning the 
bufinefs for a day. 

A fhort converfation then commenced between Lqrds Hope- 
toun. Stanhope, and the Lord. Chancellor; after which the 
quellion was put, that the Committee fit again upon the en- 
fuing Monday at two o'clock, which being agreed t9, 1 

The Houfe adjourned. 
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Monday^ *^th June. 

Earl Pathnrjl prefented a petition, from Mr. Juftice Hyde, 
praying to be difchargeJ from thecuftody of tlie Serjeant at 
Arms. 

The fame was read at the table, and Mr, Hyde directed to 
be called in, and being at the bar with the Yeoman Uflierof 
the Black Rod and the Serjeant at Arms, his Lordfliip 
obferved to him, that when, on a former day, he was at llic 
bar, he had faid, that if the Conftable had afked his pardon, 
the profecution would not have been carried on. 

His Lordlhip foid, the Conftable was then ailing ut>der the 
exprefs orders of that Houfe, and as it waa to be fuppofed he 
was endeavouring to execute the ordevs ■ delivered to hira, 
therefore he (Mr. Juftice Hyde) had no reafon to requiire a 
fubmiffion from the Conftable, nor from any other perfon 
adling in obe^lience to the orders of that Houfe. 

The Lord Chancellor then faid, ^ you are difclKi?ged, upon 
hanccllor. <* payment of your fees.'' 

'1 he Peers refolved themfelves into a Gommittee of the 
whole Houfe, (Lord Walfingham in the Chair) to go through 
the remaining claufes of the African Negro traufportation bilL 

The bufinefs of filling up the blanks, and amending the 
feveral claufes was tranfadled in the manner of a table con- 
verfation, as is ufual in all cafes of a bill beirvg in the Com- 
mittee, where the debate is to be taken on ih€ report. The 
Duke of Richmond, Earl Stanhope, Lord Cathcai t, the Earl 
of Hopetoun, and the Earl of Carlifk, the Lord Chancellor, 
Earl Bathurft, and the Earl of Sandwich were among thofe 
of their Lordfliips who took part in the Committee. 

Wlien the Duke of Richmond ^vQi^o{iti\ his promifed com- 
penfation claofe, it occafioned fome audible converfation. 
The claufe ftated, that as cafes might arife, in which It might 
\ye proper to make compenfation to the merchants engaged in 
the African trade, in confequence of the bill's attaching upon 
their adventures either prepared for failing, or already failed 
for Africa, certain Commiffioners fiiould be appointed under 
the Great Seal of England, to whom the faid merchants were 
to apply on or before the firfl of Auguft next, rn order to 
afcertain the nature and terms upon which their claims were 
to be made out. 

The Lord Chancellor contended againft the claufe as inade- 
quate to the purpofes for which it was avowedly introduced. 
He objedled, in the firft inftance, to tlie wording of the firft 
part of the claufe, which only fuppcfed that cafes might arife^ 
in which it might be neceffary to allow compenfation to the 
merchants concerned in the African trade. He faid that every 
one of their Lordfliips muft he aware that, as the bill, by re- 
irofpeclively attaching u^orvxhe vc^ticchants adventures, wouM 
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take them by furprife, and fuhjedl them to conluleraWe Idfp, 
there would, indtibitably, be many claims for damage I'o 
fuftained, and that it was incumbent on Parliafnent.rp confj- 
der the fatisfacflion of fucJi claims as a debt of Cintutal jullice, 
and provide for the fame accordingly. He next wiihed rather 
to have the quota of companfation to .be allowed the mer- 
chants, afTefled by a jury, than by any fet of Commiffioners 
whatever, and ftated his reafonsfor being of this Opinion. He 
rerAarked that there were various poflible cafes which might 
entitle the merchant to compenfation; but, for the fake of 
illuftration, it was not neceflary for him to ftate more than 
two. The one was, where the merchant's flilp was not yet 
failed, but the outfit, apparel, and all the neccffiry equip- 
ment and preparation bought and ready for the voyage. In 
that cafe, taking it for granted that the bill by its operation, 
limited the probable prolit of the adventure one fixth part, 
(by limiting the number of negroes to be received on board, 
in that proportion,) tlie merchant ought, in liis mind, to be 
compenfated for the fixih part of his profit fo loll to him. 
Another cafe was that of the merchant, whofe fhip was al- 
ready failed, and would have arrived at the coall of Africa, 
before the bill ihould be ferved upon the captain. In that 
cafe, ihe^whole expenoe of the adventure Ijavin^ been incurred, 
and the Captain being by the fervice of tlie bill upon him, 
reftrained from making the full advantage of it, the merclnnc 
had an undoubted right to a compenfation fronx the public, 
adequate to the proportion of Ipls luilained in confequence of 
the lofs of profit fuilained in confequence of the limitation 
enforced by the bill. Nothing could be more cafy than to 
afcertain the refpe^fiive amounts of the compenfation proper 
to be made in thefe two cafes. In the firll, if any mail were 
to go upon Change at Liverpool, and alk what would be ihe 
difference of profit on an adventure to the coaft of Africa in 
an unlimited (late, where the merchant was allovrcd to make 
the moft of it, (as before the bill was thought of,) or in a 
limited (late, as prefcribed by the bill, he would iuMnediately 
be told the amount of that difference. Ami the an^ount of the 
other cafe was, in like manner, equally eafy to be afcertained, 
but in both they ought rather to be left to a jury than to Com- 
miflioners; a jury being accuftomed to affcfs darnages, were, 
undoubtedly the bed rofort in cafes Qf*that nature. If Com- 
miffioners were 'to be the affeffors of the compenfation, they 
ought, at leaft, to be direiled in exprefs terms how they 
were to a£>,. and not to be veiled with the powers of Legifla- 
tbrs; nor fliould they be limited to one meeting, as it would 
be impoffible for the merchants to make out all their loffes be- 
fore the firfl of Augnft; indeed they would not by that time 
be themfelves apprized of the aix^ount of tlie loffes incurred by 
the atiachmeixt of the bill on their (hips already in Africa. 
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??!!f_^j The Duke of Richmond regiarked that if the noble and 
learned Lord had been equally explicit in flating his objec- 
tions to the claufe, wh^n he had fhewn it to him (a few days 
Cnce) he jfhould have been better prepared to have anfwered 
the noble and learned Lord's objeflions. , With regard to the 
tvording of the claufe, he could not agree that it afforded 
much ground for objeflion. The noble and learned Lord 
would furely allow, that there might be cafes, in which it 
might not be right to grant any compenfation whatever. Nor 
did it follow, as a matter of courfe, that the African mer- 
chants mail neceffanly be lofers in confequence of the opera- 
tion of the bill. It was true, the number of Africans to be 
taken on board the fliips was limited, and perhaps in the 
proportion of a fixth (as the noble and learned Lord had ftated 
it) but, then, as it was expe6led and highly probable that the 
number of negroes which the bill limited the Captains to 
receive on board, would arrive in full health at .the Weft- 
India iflands, they would prove the more valuable, and fetch a 
larger price than heretofore, the merchant's profit therefore 
might not he lefs than it had been hitherto. With regard to 
the indubitable claim of the merchants to a compenfation, on 
which the noble and learned Lord had laid fo much ftrefs, h« 
begged their Lordfhips to recolledt what the obje£l of the bill 
was, and to remember, that the ground of it was a general 
underftanding that the tranfportaiion of Africans from their 
own coaft to the Weft Indies was fo condufled at prefent, that 
from the manner of flowing them, men where neccflarily fub- 
jecSl to lofe their lives. That being the cafe, he had a right to 
argue, th:(t fuch a trade was illegal, and ought not to con- 
tinue; becaufe merchants had no right to carry on a trade 
that neceffarily fubje6led men to lofe their lives, and inftead 
©f having a claim for compenfation for the lofs fuftained by 
difcontinuiiig fuch a trade, deferved to be treated in a very 
different manner; but, he was willing to wave that argument, ' 
and to confent that a reafonableciompenfation fhould be given 
to them. He never could agree that a Liverpool jury were 
the moft proper perfons to decide the amount of fuch a com- 
penfation. In anfwer to the Lord Chancellor's argument 
that Commiffioners were improper, the Duke quoted the 
recent pi i6tice of Parliament in appointing Commiffioners to 
enquire into and afcertain the claims of the inhabitants of 
Eaft Florida, arid the -American Loyalills, in order to aflefs 
the amount of the compenfaTion to be made them for their 
refpedlive lofli^, and aiiigned his reafons for deeming Com- 
niiflioncrs to be equally proper in the preft-nt inftance. With 
regard to their meeting a fccond tin\e, he added, undoubt* 
edly, they were to meet more than once ; as often indeed as 
to their difcretion fliould appear neceflary. He gave the 
Lord Chancellor credit tot vxi^^uvu^ xc> vx\^^ d\^ bill as pro- 
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per and complete as poflible^ and not to load it with fuch ade- 
gree of expence as fhould either render it ridiculous^ or im- 
poffible to pafs clfewhcre. 

The Lord Chancelhx maintained that there was not the The Lo 
fmalleft analogy between the cafes of the inhabitants of Eaft ^*^'^ 
Florida, and of the American Loyalifts and the African mer- 
chants. In the two former cafes, the parties had fuftained % 
lofs in confcquence of the irrefiltible arm of force, during a 
ftateof ad^iial war; whereas in refpe6^ to the African merr 
chants, they were about to be fubje<Sled to a lofs (in what had 
hitherto been considered as the legal profit of their traffic) on 
account of the public policy of the nation, which was the 
ground of the prefent bill. It was not to be expefled that a 
vanquiflied country, a depreflcd and fufFering remnant of the^ 
empire, could make good the whole amount of the lofles fuf« 
tained by fome of its fuhjefts, where the theatre of war wa& 
opened, and where cither the fword, or the influence of the 
enemy, had deprived and driven them from their poflefllons 
- and property. With regard to ihe idea, that becaufe the rfum* 
ber of Africans to be received on board the merchant fhips, 
was to be limited, that therefore the Africans would arrive 
in better health at the Weft Indies, and that the market for 
flaves would afford a better profit in proportion to the lefTer 
number of flaves to be fold,, that prefented a field to fpecu- 
lation fo wide, that it would be impoffible to govern the 
claims of compenfation by any ttandard fo vague and vifion- 
ary. Befides, the hypothefis could liot be maintained with- 
out admitting, on the one hand, that all the Africans would 
have arrived in full health, had there been no limitation pre- 
fcribed, and contending, at the fame time, on the other hand, 
that all the fmaller number would arrive in better health, oni 
account of the limitation ; and, furely, the noble Duke would 
not claim a right to the benefit of the argumeiit both ways* 
The Chancellor again explained his notion of direfling, ia 
explicit terms, that the compenfation fhould be governed by 
the limitation of the number of Africans to be taken on board, 
and by the confequent diminution of the profit of the adven- 
ture in the two cafes, which he had put ; fir ft, in the cafe of 
an adventure that had not failed ; and fecondly, in the cafe of 
an adventure already arrived in Africa. With regard to the 
preference which he gave to a jury over a fet of Comtniffion- 
ers, he did not mean to fall in with popular opinions and pre- 
judices; he difclatmed them altogether, and was perfedlly 
aware and fatisfied, that a fet oPhoneft men, acquainted with . 
the nature of the trade, and competent to decide upon the. 
• queftion of compenfation, would decide with equal fairnefs 
and equity, whether they were called Commiffioners, or term- 
ed a Jury, All he wanted was, that Parliament fhould of 
itfelf make the law, and in exprefs terms declare in the a£):^ 
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what the law was, fo that all the parties concerned might 
know it, anil that It might not he left to Commiffioners to 
make a law of their own, and provide fuch rules as their dif- 
cretion might clidlare. There was no claim, however large, 
which might nor, hy computations arbitrarily and fpecula- 
tively made, he reduced fo low, as Scarcely to amount to any 
tiling whatever. The claure, therefore, as propofed by the 
noble Duke, appeared to him to be wholly inadequate to the 
purpofe. It held the word of proniife to the ear of the Afri- 
can merchants, but broke it to their hope. He could not but 
think that a much fimpler and fhorter claufe would be proper, 
ftating in exprefs terms what were to be the rnles the Com- 
milTIoners Were to goverr\ themfelves by, in aflefling compen- 
fatron ; nor did he at all wilh for a Liverpool jury to inflame 
the reckoning. In the prefent heat and ftrong feelings which 
charafterized Liverpool, this might not be proper; nor would 
he by any means recommend fuch perlons as the Tribunal to 
afiefs the amount of the compenfation to be made, but he 
Tvifhed fjncerely that thofe who wete more competent to the 
hufinefs than ht owned himfelf (o be, and who had apparently 
better informed themfelves on the fubjecS, would put his no- 
tions into lome pr.i6\ica*lile fhape. The Ciiancellor, in the 
courfeofhis fpeech, aflu red the. Duke of Richmond that he 
Old him no more than jui\ ice, in giving him credit for not 
"wiiliino; to m.ike the bill ridiculous or impracfltcable; the 
rvMrmeit friend of the bill could not be more anxious than he 
was, thnt the bill might go forth in fuch n re.fpe6^able manner 
lis not to difgrace that lioufe in the eyes of the Public, but 
prove confiii^nt with tl^eir honour; proceed on ftri6l princi- 
plor, of dillributive juil.ice, and become recoiicileable to the 
rtVO'vcd \yj\\f.\ of the meafuro. 
^f>jkro*' 'I'ljp {)uke of 7\\'i/.7?2/;;/<r/ j\-pliad, And repeated muc!i ofhi^ 
tonn^r argutrients in tavour of Commiilioners in preference 
to a Jnrv. 
v^rl l^'^rl Pijthiirfi iLipportod tlie Lord Chancellor, and contend- 

2-{l;.t>iC. e(j^ rl'iat the f.fji ofAiiguft was too early a day for the mer- 
ch;inrs to hr^ ahlt^ to make out tlieir claims bv. He added, 
that it might b<-, perliaps, tlm ft'cond week in Julv, before 
the hill would pals, and, in all probability, we inould have 
reaclu^ci the end ot the month before the merchants could 
he enahicd to judge of their loflcs ewn here at home, much 
moie in Africa. 
T^r Lo»J 'Y\\i^. Jyjvd Char.ccUor ^Y.^X'^xwt^ liimfelf as to the fo'.t of 
CUafKc'ilor (^jpyT,^ }-,e wiilicd to have introduced ; and ohferved, that one 
of the difficulties under which he laboured, was excefTive ig- 
norance on the fubjecV, He was fo ignorant, that though 
he had troubled their Lordfliips fo much, he feared' he had 
not rii;idc himielf clearly undcrflood. He repeated his objec-. 

tions 
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tiofis to any fpeculative mode of afcertaining the lofTes', and 
contended that the takfng them, at a fixth of the profit, 
' which was the proportion of tlie limitation of the number of 
Africans to be received on board, was the moft fimple, ths 
moit fair, and the moft uftobje6i:ionable rule to lay down in 
the bill. He thought it the more neceflary to render the billr 
as complete as poffible, before they parted with it out of 
their hands, as he feared, in confequenceof the amendments 
already made in tlie bill, it would be thrown out by the 
other Houfe, and they fliould have all the trouble of receiv- 
ing petition^, hearing the merchants, and other difagreeable 
ci re u'm fiances, to go through again. 

Earl 5m«^c^^ remarked, that it was not a matter of cer- Ea 
tainty that the Commons would throw out the bill, on ac- Stanl 
count of their Lprdlhips' amendments. Altering a penalty 
prefcribed hy a bill, was not always confideredby the Com- 
mons as an innovation on their exclu five privileges. They^ 
had never yet laid down fuch a rule, and their having, in a 
full Houfe, and after debate/ accede(J. to their Lordfliips' 
amendments of the county eledlion bill, Was a proof in point. 
He trufted, therefore, tlie Commons would agree to the 
amendments in the prefent bill. 

"^rhe JLsir] of Sandwich recommended the withdrawing ofxheT 
the noble Duke's claufe, in order to afford the Lord Chdncel- Sand 
lor an opportunity of br nging down a claufe, another day, 
to veft the power of afltfTrng the compenfations to be made 
the merchants for their lofles, in a jury. . 1'he reforting to 
that popular and favourite jurifdiclion, the Earl contended, 
would be agreeable to all parties, and put an end to difference 
of opinion 

At length, after the Duke of Richmond had, for the third 
tirhe, enforced his arguments in favoui of the claufe he had 
introduced, the Committee divided ; 

Contents (for the Duke's claufe) 14; Npt Contents, 12. 

Earl Baihurji then faid, as the Committee had with great Ej 
induftry gone through the bill, and made numerous amend- Bath 
ments,. he mo-ved, " That the bill be printed with the amend-. 
<^ ments." Ordered. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

The preceding was the laft debate, in the courfe of thei 
fefSon, and on 

Friday^ 1 1 th July^ 

The King came to the Houfe, and mnde a moft gracious- 
fpeech from the throne to both Houfes of Parliament, as fol* 
loweth, viz. / 
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